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E cannot take a View of that formidable Army 
SSR of Hereticks, which fight againſt the Sacred Ma- 
elt of our Bleſfed Saviour, but we muſt hambly 


2 was made by him lares withal, He was in 


the World, and the World neu bim not. He came unto bis + 
own, and his own received him nit. _ AY | 

It would be tedious to begin at Simon Magus, and run over 
all the hated Names of Ebronites, Cerinthians, Arians, Soci- 
niaxs, &c. whoſe Refentments at the Church for 7 
them her Dignities, or high Opinion of their own Wit age 


Penetration. above others, or zhe Spirit 'that' luſteth to Envy 
contradickiug and blaſpheming all the Truths of God, hath 
induced them to plant all their Batteries againſt that main Pil- 
lar of the Church, and firm Foundation of our Faith and 
Hope, zhe truly Divine Nature, and Eternal Being of the Son 
od, | FSA | 

One of thoſe Giants (in Boldneſs and Preſumption I mean, 
not in real Strength) that fought againſt Heaven, was Danzel 
Zaicker a Pruſſian, who to ſubvert this ſound and well ground- 
ed Doctrine, advanced a moſt extravagant, precarious Hypo- 
theſis, and fortified it with monftrous Arguments; yer ſuch 
as were very/acceptable to the vain, infatuated Hereticks of 
this Nation. | : 

This bold Adventurer with fo ſmall a Force (together with 
his Engliſb Auxiliaries, Men of the ſame Genius and Pritict. 
ples, and of equal Policy and Coutage with their Leader) was 
ſoon met with, and his Cauſe eaffly ruiti'd; by the ſttong Rea- 
ſoning and folid Arguments of the euſuing Diſcourfe, 

* And 


2 .. 
A 


John i. 10, 11, 


— ; A 


7 


1 conſeſs the Truth of that Goſpel, which While 
irtesches his Divinity, and affirms that * ghe World 


— 


ö . 


And therefore we freely acknowledge (without any Thanks) 
- that it is chiefly owing to him, we are: now provided with 
well try'd Arms for a more important and doubtful En- 
- Counter. | 4 EN IM 0 

For from the ſame Quarters comes ruſhing upon us an Ad- 
verſary of a larger Size, and more threatning Aſpect, who 
like a ſecond Goliab, defies all the Armies of the Living God, 

and greatly boaſts that none is able to contend with him. 

He is indeed a Perſon of rare Abilities, but fo indulgent to 
an overbright Fancy, that like an Ignis fatuut, it often 
leads him into Ponds and Ditches. The ſtticteſt Laws of 
Mathematicks have not been able to conſine him within the 
Bounds of Truth. In the various ſubjects of Chronology and 
Natural Philoſophy, which he has writ upon, he hath ſhown 
himſelf an audacious Dogmatizer. But when that notional 
Head was turn'd to the Study- of Divinity, it preſently diſ- 
cover'd the way of Salvation to be direaly contrary to that 
which all our Fathers have walkt in for Fourteen Hundred 
Years, by his own Confeſſion. Now Ancient Creeds and Articles 
of Faith muſt be ſtruck out of our Books, and new ones of 
a quite contrary Tenor ſubſtituted in the. toom of them. Now 
the Apoſtolick Conſtitutions, a Book condemn'd of Forgery 

dy the unanimous Suffrage of Learned Men, is not only ca- 


- Nonized, but exalted above the Four Goſpels, and made the 


moſt Sacred of all the Books of the New Teſtament. No 
Book of the like remote Antiquity, . hath the- hundredth. part 
of the Evidence which this has. The Aria» Doctrines in it, 
are all pronounced to be Sacred Truths, and ſuch Paſſages as 
favour the preſent eſtabliſhed Faith, to be baſe Falſifications 
of the Orthodox. Now the Larger Epiſtles of Ignatius, which 
have been thought full of Interpolations, are honour'd with 
the Character of true, genuine Originals : and the ſmaller are 
ſet much below them, as pitifal Epitomes, made out of the 
larger, on purpoſe to favour the eſtabliſhed Errors. 

And now the Man hath thus brought to light a New Canon 
of Scripture and Rule of Faith, he proceeds to form Articles 
and Concluſions upon it, viz. * That the Son of God was not 
© from all Eternity, that he is not coeſſential and coequal with 
© his Father, but far inferior to him in Nature, Att tibutes, 
and Perfedt ions; with many more, to the number of 23 
Articles, wherein the Arian and Macedonian Hereſies are ſo- 
lemnly aſſerted to be the true DoQrines of Chriſtianity. 

In ſetting theſe Notions on foot, he often proteſts the Sin- 


ceꝛrity and: Honeſty of his Intentions, that he repreſents things 


fairly, and is moved by nothing but the Love of Truth. 
But to me there ſeems great Reaſon why we ſhould not be 
too reſign'd to this our new Guide, nor too forward to throw 
| . * away 


N N ACE a 


| out Books, and take things upon his bare Affirmation. 
For he has repreſented ſevera London Divines ot his Ac- 
; quaintance as favourably inclin'd to his Principles and Conclu- 
ö fiors ; which they themſelves utterly deny, and are clear d by 
- | all others who have any Intimacy or Friendſhip with them. 
D For this you need look no further than the former part of 
, his Hiſtorical Preface. Now we ought in reaſon to credit 


the Proteſtations of three or four Grave Doctors, and the Ce. 


o ſtimony of their Friends concerning their Opinions in Reti- 
n gion, before the Imputations of one ſiugle Perſon who ey 
f where diſcovers an eager Defire to make Proſelytes: and there- 
e fore we mult conclude, that his Profeſſions of Sincerity are 
9 not eaſily to be adtnitted. 5 if 4 
n Hut he flatters himſelf that his Cauſe is gain'd, and that he 
1 has nothing to do but ſit down, and fing Songs of Triumph 
and Victory. And his often repeated Song is, That be has re- ; 
it ceived no Anſwer 10 his Papers, nor ever expects any, being fully 
d ſatisfied that they are really ananſwerable. n 
s ? Be it ſo, that no particular Anſwer was ſent out againſt 
f him, at the time when he writ this Preface.” For my Part, I ml 
1 always thought his Papers were ſufficiently anſwer'd before 
y they came abroad, in the Diſſertations of the Learned upon 
a- IJenatiut, and the pretended Conſtitutions; in our many juſt 
E poſitions of the Apoſtles Creed; in Vindications of the 
0 Chriſtian Religion, and Confutations of the Alan and Socinian 
tt Hereſies: but eſpecially in the Latin Works of that judicious 
t, and ſulid Divine Biſhop Bull, whom I thought very proper to 
as be conſulted on this Occaſion ; and wondered there was no 
1s Franflation of any of his Pieces, for the uſe of Engliſh Rea- 
*h J \ . k © | / | 4 
th And I am not a little pleas'd, that I am juſtified in theſe 
re Sentiments by our preſent moſt Reverend Metropolitan, who in \ 
le 2 Letter to this Writer, refers him to Biſhop Ball, as a great 
« Maſter of this Argument. | 
m He replies afterwards * that he had turn'd over this Cele- \ 
es | © brated Work, and took notice of ſeveral great Miſtakes in 
ot © it; and wiſhes that his Lordſhip's plain Failure may be a 
th + warning to all the Learned hereafter, how they write in the 
- * uſual way of Modern Controverſie; and to all the Vulearn- 
E! © ed, how they truſt to ſuch Writings in the. Determination 
o- * of their Faith and Practice: whereas a full and impartial 
Collection of all the Original Texts and Teſtimonies relating 
n- to any Subject, ſuch as he hath attempted in his Papers for the 
gs . * Trinity and Incarnation, is cęrtainly the only fair and un- 


* exceptionable Method in order to a ſolid Satisfaction.“ The 
be meaning of which Words is this, That we mult kindly en- 
w ' textain all Apocryphal Writiogs that can pretend to Antiqui- 
Ly 


WIE _ 


— 923 


_ © phizing Fathers, from what it was at firſt. 


Dar Kaen 


ty, releaſe them and their Authors from the Cenſures of Here - 
fie, Forgerie, and Intecpolations which they have long groan'd 
under, and form our Articles of Faith according to their Dire- 
ions. This we confeſs Biſhop Bull hath not done: but the 
Learned know that he was extreamly well read: in all thePti- 
mitive Books of Divinity, that he never baulks any ObjeQion 
that can be urged againſt his Poſitions, but anſwers them all 
fairly and clearly, and is always ſtrict and juſt in his Rea- 
ſoning. And the Unlearned, w pet, would ſoon have 
the ſame Opinion of him, if they could once ſee his hidden 
Treaſure ſet in the Light of theic own Mother - Tongue. 

As this is the leaſt, ſo it is the laſt of Biſhop Bell's Latin 
Works, being occaſion'd by ſeveral Pamphlets oppaſed to his 
former Labours in the ſame Cauſe. For which reaſon it may 
well be imagin'd, that it comprehends much in a little room. 

Another thing which may recommend it even to Scholars, 


who have not the Edition of the Lan Works in Folio, is, 


that it was never publiſhed but in-that Edition, as the Reverend 
Author aſſuares us in his Introduction to it. | 


The Curious and Learned Account| of the Sibylline Oracles 


contain'd in the Fourth Chapter, will, we are perſwaded, be 
very acceptable, eſpecially to thoſe who have ſeen a late T ran- 
ſlation and Account of thoſe Oracles in Exgliſ. 
Much might be added here upon the Arguments of the other 
Chapters, which effectually wipe off the Calumnies of the Hi- 
ſtorical Preface and other ſuch Libels, That our preſent 
Faith in Jeſus Chriſt was alter'd by. Hereticks and Philoſo- 


And for a final and decilive Stroke again(t 
»iaxs, let the laſt Chapter, concerning the Religious Invocation» 
and Worſhip of Feſus Cbriſt, be well weighed and conſidered, 
The Excellent Author calls it, a moſt Invincible Proof of his 


Divinity, and the unprejudiced Reader, upon a ſerious Per- 


- — 


uſal, muſt allow it to be ſuch. 
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Arians and Goc - | 


—_—_— 
— 8 * 


— 2 


W e a. =  —_— "I , —— a — 


T HE 


3 0 NT ENT S- 


The Introduction ae che bates Doctrine, 
and Characterizes its Opporgans, Zuicker in parti- 
cular. N ur. Pag. 1. 


C HAP. I. 


That Julin Martyr was not the firſt TY tau ght 
Chriſtians to believe, that our Saviour had a Ben | 
before the Creation. of rhe World, and that 


WT: were created by him. Pag. 3. 
OW improbable it is that be boats be the * of 


this Dodrine. / 


His Apologies and other W ritingi prove the eee. 


3 440% the Epiſtle of Birnsbas, 2b Paſtor of Hermas, te 
= ; mw of 15 . all Writings of of Firſt Ape. * 
4 Quiirans 255 ROWS Chriſtian Apologiſts before Jan, 
; ; s Drom? 
2 1 Euſebius hi. 2 82 of Hegeſippus 20 bis urpoſe. 5 
* a 8 The Teſtimony 7%. Sulpi os 2 Severus. Fl . 9 
1 „ 0 8 . 10 
38 1 of K. Jerom. 92 75 7 4 11 
8 > Tait Martyr. p. 13 
10 * File Apoſtalick Conſtitutiont; — Pa- 
lidi N 4 I 
Ix: * - of Phoy' s Epiſile to Trajan. | 18 


CHAP. II. 


E ele r enn r 


the Jimonians, nor learn * the Doctrine of the Son's 


That Juſtin was not im poſed on by che Attifices of 


| Divinity i in their School. Pag. 1 4 


* 1 E improbability of this Conceit. 


Their * the Corruption of the true Apoſtalick Dec 


P. 1 
2 CHAP. 


f 


—w_—— CENTS 5: 
. 
Of Hegejippus, and his Opinion of the Perſon of Jeſus 
©hnit. HF | Pag. 19 


I E was no Tudaizing Chriſtian. . 20 
5 H 7 "x Sek P 


His quoting the Goſpel according to the Hebrews, no 
Argument of bis being an Edionite. | p. 20 
3 Nor his omitting Cerinthyg and Ebion in his Lift of Here- 
What Valeſios ſoy: of Hegeſippas bis Writ N 2 
at Valeſius ſays of Hegeſippus 515 Mritingt. « 22 
> Euſebius hi5 So heb for che Orthodoxy of — RL, + 23. 
6 Other ancient Voxchers for the ſame. p. 24 
7 Hegefippus ſpeaking for bimſelf. JOG p- 25 


Of the Orphean Verſes, and, by the way, of the $6- 
_ bjlline'Oracles, which Juſtin and other ancient Fa- 
_ thers alledge againſt the Gentiles. = Pag. 27 


1 ]Ulſtin res the Orphean Verſes, as known and received 
by the Pagans under that Name. of p. 28 

2 They. were probably compoſed by ſome Ancient Writer ac- 
Fuainted with the Jewiſh 3 n 
3 The Sibylline Oracles might haue the ſame Original: prov'd 
 - n0 Forperies of the Chriſtians. * p. 29 
4 The Agreement of Ancient Heathen Authors with the Fa- 
. #hers, in their Quotations of theſe Oracles, p. 30 
5 Particularly of Virgil in his IVth Paſtoral. e "If 


6 Haw: the Pagans came by theſe Prophecies of Cbriſt. p. 33 


71 Hows the Jewiſh Prophecies came into the Books of the Si- 
%%. 5 i vt *. P. 

8 Evidences of their Original in the Oracles themſelves. p. by 
9, Some fictitious Oracles quoted by Enſebius and Lactantius. 


P. 37 
ro Concerning the Authors of the Oracles. 3 


| * 


| * 
11 The Autbor of the Orphean Verſes demonſtrated to be — oY 


monian. p. 38 

12 Juſtin built not the Son's Divinity upon theſe Verſes. p. 39 
- CHAP. 
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4 CHAP. v. 
That Juſtin did not learn his Dodrine of the 2 , 
or W ORD, in Plato's School. Pas. 4⁰ 
7 2 doubts bis Caiiſe. | p. 40 


uſtin was = led into this Dedfrive by the — | 


2 A. bimſelf aſſures ar. 
2 He directs Men to 1 H. Scriptures for this — 3 
4 He ſays, Ao was a gs"? 70 270 Charch of God for Fe 


5 1 . = 

6 Socinians charge thi Gele wich the — Al PB. 
uaſepby. 5 77 
CHAP: VI. | | 


That 7*/::n had not the. leaſt I ETA to P 


or Polytheiſm. That the Argument which he = 
other ancient Fathers urge for Chriſt's Divinity, 


from the Divine Worſhip which the Scriptures al- 


low him, is invincibweQ. Pag. 49 
1 Z,Vicker's' s remaining Arguments, 15 Contradidtions to owe 
p. 49 


2 Tbe — 2 Deut. vi. 13. Se. -to Worſhip God ys 
with an Anſwer to the Socinian Evaſions. 


3 S. Paul's ebenfion of the, - "ty for worſhipping 


thoſe hich Nature were ub P. FI 


4 The Angel's eaſons againſt St. John” fuer.” bim. p. 32 


4 The Socinian Arguments againſt this anſwered P. 54 


6 Ribera's Account why the Angel refuſed Divine Worſhip, 
4 Angels in the Old * r Arps; refuſed it. ſoip.p-14 


by: 4555 then worſhipped with Divine Honors, cas 


Chriſt. 56 
9 Grits Deity proved from bis Omniſcience, which no creed 


Being is capable of. 
10 . wo and from Religions Tevecation, Where the ful. 


ties of Socinus are anſwer d. 
11 Religious Invocation of Chriſt fully proved to be our Be. 


12 Sdcinian Prevarications e p. 64 

13 Chriſt proved to be truly and by Nature God, becauſe be is 

to be religiouſly wor ſhipped Z his own ſake. God cannot 

communicate his Honour to a Nature different from bis 

ou. Socinus and Franken diſpute abont this, 8 
14 


F 


p. 62 


Ther CONTENTS: 
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1 1 0 | - be be oi, | R - (r 7 NE EPIC N. - 
4 - (7 he INT RODUCTION.. 
A r on 932uG Safi 
P HA jeſus Chriſt our Saviour; is not on- 
T hh Man, but alſo the living 8 
0 Nye, or ORD of God, who. 


bdeefore any thing was Created, and theres 


by whom all — — * ct ap are 


e 


2 
* 


of the whole New Teſtament, and has been preſerv d 
and deliverd down to us, by the conſtant and unani - 
mous Miniftry bee the Chriſtian Churches, found -· 


bu he nw * 


ed by the A N ekt eto! i 10 213k) 

Notwithſtanding this; : there were of old, and are 
at this Day n of this Nation, impious 
Men, bearing indeed the Name of Chriſtians, but 
acting by the Inſtigation of the Devil; who do not 
only forbear to confeſs this Doctrine, but ſet them ; 
ſelves to oppoſe it with all D oor 
and blaſpheming it in a moſt horrible manner. The 

Hereticks, by various Artifices, endeaveur to evade 
thoſe Sacred Scriptures which plainly teſti fie that Je- 
ſus Chriſt is God. Many of them do, like their Fore - 
fathers, miſerably wreſt and pervert them to, ſpeak 
whar the Context and genuine Senſe of the Words 
will never allow. Others are arrived to that amazing 
degree of Impudence and Impiety, as openly to affirm 
(like Men in Confederacy with Tarks and Mahometans, 
ena OT Ren ont: 1 „ 70 7080 
— — ——e ö'wb -i —ů 


* ſohn 1. 1. 


2 


of the 


* . id 
„ 24 
* 


ade Christin ) chat the wWeiing of 
X N ew Teſtament A) ſhamefully fied cos | 


tch'd up by the Catholick Chriſtians, Theſe are a 


again, would pronounce accurſed. As for the Do- 
Arne — the Chirch, they all aſſert, that what we 

call. Catholick in this Point, cannot be deduced from 
the Times of the Apoſtles; that they and their im- 
mediate Succeſſors preached the Goſpel in the purity 
and ſimplicity of it, 7. e. taught, that Chriſt had but 
one Nature, meerly uma ;; ; but that ſoon after, the 


| — of Iniquity Ja lend working, — boa the Pla- 
tonick 4 


Hlofophers as embraced Chr Wa 
ally Juſtin” 9s © ay rn the Sincority 25 


The Author of this abſurd prese f am not 
very much miſtaken) is the Writer of Jrenicum, a 
furious Ebonite,, whom at laſt I diſcover'd, from the 
Anti- Trinitarian Library, to be one Damel Zuicker-a 
Pruffian, This Man ing, in his foreſaid /rent- 
cum, to lay open the g of the Change, as he 
— of the Apoſtolick Doctrine concerning the 
Nature of Chriſt, tells this tedious Story: * In the 
4 firſt place (ays he) tis very. probable, that the Di- 
ſciples of Simon Magus corrupted the found Doctrine 
«of God and Chriſt, by inventing a new Generati- 
4 on of the Son, and ann a new Chriſt: as 
6 pus aſſures us, Euſab. Eccl. Hiſt. lib. 4. cap. 22. 
« yak an Thar theſe: Hereticks forged ſeveral Ver- 
<« ſes under the Name of Orpheus, which ſpeak of the 
4 Pather's ORD utter'd before the Creation of the 
World Thirdly, That Juſtin particularly: was de- 
& juded with theſe Tricks and Fancies of the Simoni- 
“ an, and relying, as well as others, upon the fore- 
« mention d Verſes of Orpheus, publiſned his Opini- 
“ on, that Chriſt, otherwiſe called the Mind, Word, 
«and Reaſon of the Father, was born of the Father 
* before: the World was made, and how he was the 
4 Creator of all Things, and came down to Men, 
<* whoſe-Nature he took upon himſelf. Laſtly, $7 vom 
0 ere 


of 'Mopſters, that Sorinus himſelf, were he to 


1 


there were ſeveral other Reaſons which might move 
Juſtin and his Followers to embrace this Notion, 

« vz. Their Study and Love of the Platonick Phi. 
& loſo 55 _ ah che Þ _—_ Belief of à Plurality of 
* quite corr and their Cuſtom of 
65 Deifying' — Men, and their Conſcienee and 
Dread of Worſhipping a meer Man, Sc. From 
all which he concludes, that he has made out his 
Point, and diſcover'd the ground of the Notion of 
== Chriſt's new Generation, Which makes bim i new 
Chbriſt. 
When! had read this Paſſage, ſome Yeats ſince, I 
. drow up a ſhort Confutation of it, without any thought, 
at that Time, of making it publick. But finding that 
> our Engliſh Unitarians have lately revived this mon- 
ſtrous Figment of Zuicter s, and ſet it off with much 
PFlouriſh and Oſtentation, I took the Pains to review 
1 — lirtle Tract, and add what I t gue” proper : 
1 ith which Additions I preſent it to * 
44 — re it aol meet with A candid n e 
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"I Juſtin FED was not the frft * taught Chriſti- 
ans to Believe, that our Saviour had a Being before the 


Creation of the World, and that all Tha: @ were created 
# Ham. 


0 
SIG * E 8 of the n raiſes his 
Structure upon this ſandy Foundation, 
That Juſtin was the firit any in the 
ORR Chriſtian Church, who taught that 
S= Chriſt the Son of God, was 5e otten 


of God the Father before the Creation of the World. 

For he ſays, Juſtin was betray'd into it by the — 

ſtry of the Gnoſticts, and was the firſt of the Fa 

that openly maintain d it. 1 another place he poſi 
—-—-tely 


4 Bib Bur Account of the. 
te fore Taff fin, aſcribing the Divine Nature to Chriſt, 


te and affirming him to be God before all Worlds: 


66 That the Belief of the Artemonites (who held Ohriſt 
55. to be a meer Man) was current from the Apoſtles 
% down to Juſtin's Days, and that from hence we 
te muſt date its Alteration, This Man is follow'd by 
the modern Socinians (or Initariant, as they love to 
be call'd): in England; and particularly by the Auth 

of a Pamphlet call'd, The Judgment of the. Fathers con- 
cerning the Doctrine of the Trinity, oppoſed to Dr. G. Bull's 
Defence of the Nicene Faith; throughout which Pam- 
phlet Juſtin is ſaid to be the firſt Aſſerter, chat God 


the Son was Co- exiſtent wich God the Father before 


any thing was created: But what Man in his right 
Senſes can believe ſuch à groſs Story as this? For 
beſides the Improbability, that one of the wiſeſt and 
beſt of Men, as Juſtin was, could be ſo ſhamefully over- 
ſeen and impoſed upon by the Frauds of the very worſt 
of Hereticks, in a fundamental Doctrine of Chriſtiani- 
or could be ſo void of Piety himſelf, as to frame new 
Boctrines, and introduce a new Faith, entirely differ- 
ing from the Faith of his Predeceſſors, and the Do- 
Ftrine of the Apoſtles, which he their immediate Suc- 
ceſſor muſt needs be acquainted with; I ſay, beſides 
the force of this Conſideration (which yet is ſtro 
enough to confute this abſurd Hypotheſis) we hat 
other Arguments in ſtore, ſufficient to demonſtrate, 
that the Son of God's Pre-exiſtence before the Crea- 
tiqp of the World, and the Production of all Things 
by him, was not the Invention of Juſtin, but the 
common Faith of the Church received before his 
Lune. 2 : 143 CUT EE. | ; 5 * 
* 2. Firſt, Jaſtin himſelf in his Dialogue * 
expreſly declares, that not only he, hut the other 
Chriſtians of his time, held and believed, that Chriſt 
was God from everlaſting, except a few notorious 
Hereticks, who at once deny'd his eternal Exiſtence, 
and bis Nativity of the Bleſſed Virgin. The ſame 
. Faſtin exhibited his Confeſſion in Writing, * 
Wan E , e 
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ke made before the f Emperor and Senate of Rome, 


concerning the Nivinity of Chriſt, not as his own, or 
any Mans priyate Confeſſion, but as the publick and 


T9 an Faith! and Perf waſion of all true Chriſans in 


his time; as it manifeſtly appears from his Exhortati- 
on to the Gentiles, and his two Apologies. But What? 
was this Conſent of Chriſtians owing to Juſtin alone? 
Did he travel round the World, to h that Chriſt 
was God? Or could he by his Miſſionaries propagate 


this. Article in every Nation? Was it poſhble for this 
one Man to derogate from what the Apoſtles had de- 
” liver'd,. to change the Faith already recciv'd-in the 
Church, and obtrude a new Chriſt: (as Zuicter ſpenks) 


_ the Chriſtian, World? Durſt none of the Apo- 
ſtles Scholars. oppoſe ſuch a bold Innovator? Not e- 


4 ven Polycarp himſelf, who had the Apoſtle St. Jabn 


for his Maſter, and was living when Juſtin publiſhed 


the Article ofthe Son's Divinity, as the common Faith 


of Chriſtians, and lived a great while after it? No 


Man ſure, who has any Brains, ean believe this. 


3. Beſides, there are extant. at this Day the Wri- 
rings of ſeveral Fathers, who lived in the very Age 


* of the Apoſtles, many Years before Juſtin, ſuch as 


the Catholick Epiſtle of Barnabas, the Paſtor of Her- 
mas, the Epiſtles of St. Ignatius, which all abound 
with very clear Teſtimonies for our Saviour's Divini- 
ty. The Author of the Engliſn Pamphlet aforeſaid, 
rejects theſe Writings, and takes his uſual Freedom 


cc vilifie and reproach the great Names they bear 


But Men of the beſt Learning, both in former and — 


ter times, have had a quite different Opinion of them, 
© againſt whoſe 2 this Buffoon's Cenſure is of 


no Weight at all. As for the Writings aſcribed to 
Hermas and Barnabas, we poſitively affirm two things, 
which are enough for our Purpoſe, and which de 
dares not deny. 1. That theſe Writings are of the 
firſt Age, and 8 before Juflin. 2. That 
they have been ſo well received by the Church, as to 
een, eee ee ac . is 


T” _ bk. —_ 4 — —_— 
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＋ Antoninus Pius, A. D. 140, 
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be publickly read of old in the religious Aſſemblies of 
Chriſtians, together with the Canonical Scriptures. And 
for — even of his Epiſtles are own 'd by Euſebius, 
publiibed by Iſaac Voltus, and proved by our learn- 
ed Biſhop earſon t. to de Setuine; and theſe are all 
that I alledge. * 80 

4. There were moreover before Juſtin, other: Op 
ed and pious Men, who writ Apologies for the Chri- 


ſtian againſt the Pagan Religion; of which Number 


was OQuadratus Biſhop of Athens, who with Ariftides 
— — an A pology” to the Emperor Adrian about 
the Beginning 85 his Reign. Now it was 
for them to take off the Imputation which the Hea- 
= commonly laid upon them, + That they wor- 

ipped a meer Man who was born and crucify'd. But 
eg they could not ſpeak to, without dec their 
Opinion concerning the Perſon of our Saviour, and 
diſcovering themſelves to be Catholicks or Hereticks 
in that Article. That they proved themſelves to be 
of the former ſort, we have the Teſtimony of 


bins and St. Jerum. | Euſebius, after he has told us 


how ratus preſented his Apology to Adrian, 
I 7s Diſcourſes is" now in the Ns, of moſs 72 


thren, as it is in mine: & s s A lid e Napum NH 
P T+ T8 avdpgs 2 * amoconnns vp Noi. 
which you 4 plainly: ſee the Spirit of the Man, and hicright 
way of teaching the Apoſtolick Faith, And inthe fame Chap- 
ter he mentions his Cotemporary Ariſtides, as an Author 
ofa correſpondent 2 and Principles. In like 
manner St. Jerom calls the Apologetick of Quadratus, 
* very uſeful Boot, full of on Reaſon and Divinity, 
and written agreeably ib the Doctrine of the Apoſtles. And 
of Ariſtides he writes thus i in the very next Chapter: 
Ariſtides, a moſt eloquent Philoſopher of Athens, embra- 
ring Cbriſtianity without changing his Pphiloſophick Habit, 
Preſented a Book to the Emperor Adrian, containing an 
wo 9 our Faith, at "the ame time — — e of- 
94-25 | Fed 


"Ig 3 Arnobius Lib. I. pag. 24, & 31. 
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* Scriptor. Eocleſ. in 2 / wn 


c 


— 
3 


IE SS EEDTEARS 4847 S7 


= * » 
* 2 
2 2 
r 

— 
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fer d his. So chat if we believe St. Ferom, we. can- 


not doubt but Ariftides, in — r, held the ſame 
Rule of Catholiek and Apoſtolick Faith with Ona 
dratus.. The Force of this Argument in few. Words 
is this. It is certain that the Catholick Church in 
the times of Qaadratus and Ariſtides, (and there- 
fore from the very firſt) paid divine Honours to Jefus 
Chriſt. It is alſo certain that the . objected this 
as their main Charge againſt the Chriſtians; which 
therefore it behoved thoſe who writ Apolo- 
gies for Chriſtianity, to take off in the firſt Place; 
and this we ſee done by all aan whoſeWri- 

tings are come to our Hands. Laſtly, it is certain 
that che Catholick Church of Chriſt (as well as the 
Few;/h. Church before Chriſt) ever held it for a fixt 
and ratified Principle, that Divine Worſhip was to be 
given to God alone and therefore to give it to a 
meer Man or Creature, was flat Idolatry. This Des» 
cree of the univerſal Church is grounded upon the 
Scri of both I and the ſtrongeſt and 
beſt Reaſon, as ſhall be clearly demonſtrated hereaf- 
ter in this *, Diſceurſe. From all Which it follows 


that no Man could defend the Worſhip and Religion 


of | Chriftiansagreeably to the Principles of the Ca- 
tholick Church, who did not dimfelf own Chriſt to 
be true God. Bar. the Apologies of Quadratus and 
Ariftides were entirely Catholick,. and agreeable to 
the Rule of Apoſtolick Faith, by the expreſs Teſti- 


— 
N 


* 1 monies of Euſebius and St. Ferom. With theſe you 
"I may take in, if vou pleaſe, the Remark of Petavins in 


the Preface to his IId Tome of Degmata Theologicd, 
how that in the Raman Martyrology, as well as in that 
of Ado, Notker, &c. it is record | That Ariſtides the 
Athenian preſented to the Emperor Adrian, a nuten At+ 
count of the Chriſtian Religion; and at the: {ame time, in 
the Preſence of the Emperor, proved in à dear and ela- 
quent Diſcourſe, That Jeſus Chriſt is the only God. 
5. muſt likewiſe crave Leave to repeat here, a very 
pertinent Paſſage out of Euſebius, which I have for- 
| — | merxly 


* Chap. VI, 
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. made uſe of in dnother 1 Work. It — 
IVth Book of is Eelceſiafticat Hiſtory, Chap. 
where he relates how he had learnt from the” 
tings of the Ancients; that all the fifteen ae 


who had govern'd"the- Church of Jeruſalr m t 


drian's Time, tho' — 7 were of t Circumeiſion, 
E α 7 vor · vis "nella Ag yer they 
received the Faith: 15 Gbit a in the Truth 9 it. > Dine 
none; in the Judgment of 'Euſebius,'receiv'd theFairtt 
of Chriſt Yee, tn the Truth of i, but only”. choſe 


who confeſt ap xen abr, Nen Bora - 
That be er g the N N and Wi fant of Gu, 
as Zuſebius ex b Pease Book III. Cha 


where he makes this Diſtinction between the NG 
—— ers tag” he fa glen) 88 drs. 
88 M8 aCovr ow pe ks very low und 
pert 6h me of Chrift But now ford ſays the Au? 
. — The Jug of 72 to this? Pray Hear 
and adrnirethelinpudenceof the Man N grant, 1955 
that Euſebius /ays, thoſe Biſhops Heel. profeſt : 
Faith of A1 Bur ug anſwer, | that he ha — og 
Hegeſippus Now Hegeſippus being #'Jewiſh' CH. 
an; I. e, 1 of thoſe ibo believed that bur Sdvioun was 
a prot Man, when he ſaid, the Biſtops of Jeriſdlem 
profeſt the true Faith of Obriſt, he nrunt, uo dbl, 


that our Lord was à real and meer Mun, in Oppotivi 7 


the Docetæ, bo taught the 3 'of Chriſt; but de. 
ny that be uus a'real Man. firſt he muſt take 
the great Eu/eVius deplorably ſtupid, and a Perſon of 
no — of Judgment, who can think he was ſo 
ſhamefully miſtaken in his Authors Fhoſe Teſtime 
he ſo mueh depended on. Euſebius ſays, he had 
learn'd from the Writings of the Ancients, that all 
the Biſhops of — eg to Adrian's' Time, held the 
1 Faith of Jeſus» Chriſt, 1. rhey own'd him to 
Divine. But, if we may believe this Pam- 
wh the Author he quotes had quite another mean - 
ing, be. Wn {+ noud Ay were 1 and Held 
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4 8 oy God 3 it wre 0 by Law. What 
J * 0 Fam hletcer 0 this ? When, Mp he, Sulp 1- 


40 +. Chriſtians Ne in, C 


% as God, 7 
f 1 in an e as, have proved by the T, Bimonies of 


 #hoſe;; Fathers who. converſed with the Jewiſh Chriſti- 
1 Origen aud Theęodoret, and others beſides, who 
oy 7 


mach. nearer. to theni than Sulpitius, I mean Epi- 


phanius % St. Auſtin. ; Never ſure was any thing 
more impertinent than this Anſwer. Fulpitius ſpeaks 


of the primitiye Church: of Jeruſalem, which flouriſh- 
ed under its Biſhops of the Circumciſion, *till the 


Deſtruction of that City in Aarian's Reign. But what? 


* 


28 Were, Origen and Theogoret gonverſant with theſe Je- 


% Chriſtrans? Or were Epiphanius and St. Auſtin nearer 
to them than Sulpitius? He fays expreſly, that the 


_ Chriſtians of the primitive Church of FJeruſalem be- 


f 


lieved iin Chriſt as God]; and Euſebius aſſerted the ſame 
ching before bim, Which 2 had learnt from the moſt 
© 1 ancient; Records of. hurch. Were they ever 
contradicted in this f . or Theodoret, or Epi- 
Phanun, or Auſtin, or any other of the Antients? Not 
al They ſpeak of the Jewiſb Chriſtians, i. e. E- 
ente, or Nazarenes.of their own Age, which was 
a great while after, and that in a very different man- 
er. Concerning, which Nazarenes, and their Notion 
of the Perſon, of Chriſt, I have written at large i in'my 
Judicium Eccl. _ Cap. 2. $ 13. Cc. It may be 
not improper . the Subſtance of what I ay 
there, and vin Cate by from the Cavils of this clamo- 
-rous Man. 
7. Firſt, Aal 8 Teſtimony of the Opinion of che 


3 I repreſent. thus: * Auſtin, in his Book 
Cc - 


of Hereſies, after he had in the eighth Chapter, gi- 


&«. ven an Account of the Cerinthians, how they teach 


that Circumciſion and other Legal Obſervances were ne- 
« cefſary; 3 that Jeſus was a meer Man, &c. He pro- 
c ceeds.in Chap. 9, 10. to tell what were the 
c Erines of the Nazarenes and Ebionites. The 1 


* 


T renes, ſays he, confeſs Chriſt to be the Son of God, 


* ( herein th ey differ from the Cerinthians, who e- 
+ = "2" Reemed 
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<« ſteemed;him no more than à Man) but they-obſerve. , 
« (with the Cerinthians). all the; Rights of the,old Lau, 
« which-Chriftians have learnt. e l tion o 
© keep in a piritual, not in 4 carua Senſe, 5 - Ebio- 

« nites likewiſe. (as well as the carr racy deknowledge 

« 70 more than the humane Nature of Chri „ and obſerve a 
« the carnal Senſe of the Lau, &c. Here it . 
(however the Author of the, Fenicum is pleaſed to 
wrangle) that Auſtin diſtinguiſhes, the. Nagarenes 

<« both from the Cerinthians and Ebionites in this, that 
cc they confeſt Chriſt to be the Son of God, | or (as F 
we ay) God of God, which the other two Sefts 

« deny'd.” At this the Pamphleteer crys out upon 
me for my Impudence, in arguing from theſe, Words 
of St. Auſtin, that the Nazarenes held Chriſt to be the 


Son of God, ſo as to have been born of God before 


all Worlds; When I know very well, that the Ebio- 
nites call'd him the Son of God; even while; they be- 
lieved him to be but a meer Man. I reply, the Eli. 
onites, tis true, calbd Chriſt the Son of God, but not 
in the Senſe of Auſtin, or the Nagarenes, of whom he 
is there ſpeaking. For be makes this the Note of 
Diſtinction between the Nazarenes and Ebionites, that 
the former oyn d Chriſt to be the Son of God, the 
latter deny'd it. He directly oppoſes the Doctrine of 

the former, to that of both the other Sects, who 

taught the contrary. In the Senſe then of Auſtin and 
the Nazarenes, to call Chriſt the Son of God, is pro- 


* 


feſſing him to be more than a meer Man. 


8. To this I ſubjoyn'd a Paſſage out of St. Jerom's 


8 th Epiſtle to N (where be ſpeaks of the Na- 


Zarenes, with whom he had an intimate Acquaintance 
by familiar Converſation) in theſe Words: There is at 
this Day, in all the Eaſiern Synagogues, a Sef of Jews 
calld Minei, but more commonly known by the Name of 
| Nazarenes,- who believe iñ Chriſt the Son of God, born of 
the Virgin Mary, and ſay tis the ſame who Suffer'd un- 
der Pontius Pilate, and ruſe again: in hom we alſo be- 
lieve. But while they will be at once Jews and Cbriſti- 
aus, they are neither the one nor the other. In which 
| 6 
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Ay Olay Sor fiſting Thar tlie 
e in riſt the Söôn öf Goa! and he 
go 7 that it iz the ſalve © 

gf God 1 Lin Bet we _ ioks detede So that 


we \Senſe of this "Article "he dns nö difference 


berween thetn; and us. To this" the Pamphleteer 
makes a bh Pie. e K. which if” you can read” 
W e che b bei of it is NN follows; 


N Hat. beſieve; in Chriſt chł Sen 
« of 853 N eee a” Virgtn,, 7 Sufferd and 
« died under Lontius Pilate, des as godd"as dechire 


« that he elieves 1 a Sbn of Go Who is” a meer? 
Man, and not Got I fin nce the Divide Nature, un- 
«capable f Suffering 'cannor Rar bort, and” die, and 
« riſe aglin from 1 cad. But thus the Naar 
* 1 to helicy Thessgele 10 5 did not believe 
torbe G50 This 1s Te wle Ca- 
tholick Ch hurch, befors' ho Corina of Nice, always” 


beljeved Jg che Son of Go 6 in tlie fuff. 
250 time, took our Fleſh Virging of and in the 
. ſuffer'd DE ah af info the 


22 N. o the Nazarencs with rhe Cato 
licks in this Tk: for St. on they belioved in 
5e Hon of God, as wwe 1 6% Beſides, ues 

undertaken i in that Epift]e, to againſt . 
n, whom: he Lakes or Hap? Anke) of that noſe who 
obſerve d.the,4 ceremonial Tar of Xp ei were always 
lookt upon,b 7 the Church as Herericks To yes 
de inſtances rſt in the Cortnthjans add Ebionites. B 
knowl well . that Ebion Was. Cöndemmn'd by 
Church por. eny in the Divinity of Chrif ft, Alfi Ge 
winthys that! other impious. Opinions, he leaves 
then, an 8 f e caſe of the Nazarehes i 2 ati iſfieX- 
Friede roof of his Point. hat Jbpuld I nn. 
tion. E. eg, 7 EY 2 enters to, Ch rifianity ? There 7 
6.47. os Ron oh 587 6 wes, &. is JENS 
19 Fo WII Iperh We except EH he Ebionites 


55 ity, of Im 117. in their lotion. of Gyr Lord 
ene, th at he is no more than a meer Man: 
reſore,  Rowever they may pretend to Chriſti- 

anity, 
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Primitivs Dottnint of: Cbniſt u Divinzty. 13 
ew the are not to be eſteem d true) Chriſtians... 22 
—. 700g. B don. But ſure vou will haue ner 
thingito object | 


agyeft the N. AZAxenes, ho, Were as. 
Orthodex in cheix· Opinion-· of our Sauiour's Perſan q 
we are £. Vet the Church cenſured them for. Heregigks >. 
only. becauſe Dee the Obſervance of the 
Ceremeninl- Law. See more of this. in my Tudenent 
of ithe Catholic c hurch. Chapel | ITT 13. Nn * Ah 
9. From Aaßin and com. I ruent higher, ta.ong- 
that Mit Jong beſare them anda was Gontempoparys 
with "the-Empetov-.ddrho in-whoſc. Reign. the. Chri- 
ſtians of che eee 8 the, Ch. 
of Jerufalem, oa diſperſt· into icy eral. guntries; | 
2 lnelafte whieh Diſperſion the Author. I am{peak- = 
ing.of, Who is Juſtim Mayr; Publiſhed b . 
ly: ſatiafedʒ that there were Men. in his) time, ho 
heich the Gathohek Faith · oft Chriſt, believingt him ta 
be the Son of who had - a. Being before any thing 
was made; and at · the appoints 5 Man 
of the Subſtance of” the Virgin, Ic. But ſtill they 
retain d the Nutes and Uſages of che Mach Law, tho: 
they were not trouble ſomè to: other Chriſtians of the 
Gentites, in oblging them to do the me. To, theſg 
Juſtin profeſiæs himſelf ready to give: the right Hand 
of Brotherly NV and Fellowship. And theſe, lay; I, 
were rhe Nazarene, or Chxiſtians of Fern/alem., w 
Arn lately drove iway fron their Gountry. Whas 
ſays the bold Pamphleteer to this? ( Lanſwer, quoth 
hez' * that whoever they were, they were certainb 
« nne of the Nazarexes. Many of the Gnoftichs.awn'd, 
& Chriſt's Pre: exiſtence,; and obſerv d the Meſaick 
« Law. Why ſhould we not fay, they were the 
JOS of  Cerinthus?” He had as good haye 
told me plainly ; you may prove hat you plcaſe, but 
1 will never r Hypetbels: Pl ; eat. and be- 
lieve any thing, rather than allow that the Naxarenes 
ever own'd the Divinity of Chrift.* - woe 
10. In the jaſt Place, I produced an Authority out 
of the Vith Bodk of the Apoltolick Continations 
715 g 


1 


* — B r * een if * 


ainſt liek 0e dg a 
— 5 


hold the i 7h Cn ler” en in the foregoing Chapter, 
eſpecially that aft part of it; verso 8 T 4 S- i, 


Tov dudhoyBjity, OO Deby d x du pr, peoiTn | 
Ses % avIpwroy, Ve confeſs Chriſt to De, not a bare 
but God the Word and Man, a Med ator between 


42245 Men. Hence I conclude that there were i A 
this Writer's Time, ſome Chriſtians, who, confeſſin 
Chriſt to be God and Man, did notwithſtanding h 
with the Jews, and diſſent from other Chriſtians in 


this, that they thought it neceſfary to keep the G- 


remonial Law); and xbeſe I arm were the Nazu- 
rener. & But, "hays: my Antagoniſt, before Dr. Bull 
<" convinces me of this, he muſt prove that there 
Were no Chriſtians any Denomination, beſides 
c the Nararenes, who adhered to the Ritual Law, 
* aid at the ne time believed that Chriſt was God 


0 { the Word: But he knows very well, that the Ce- 


Hans, and moſt dther Branches of the Gunſticte, 
6e ere ſuch Jewiſſi Chriſtians, who believed and held 
cc all this.“ This is recording a Man's ſelf in Print, 
for deplorable Blindneſs in Church-Hiſtory, or ſingu- 
lar Confdeice'i in aſſerting any thing. None of the 
Ceriuthians, or other Co ik Hereticks ever ſincerely 
profeſt, that Chtiſt was God the ORD, the Me- 
diator between God and Men. There is no Article 
in the Confeſſion of Faith contain 'd in the 11th Chap. 
of this VIth Book of Conſtitutions, which theſe Men 
would ſubſcribe or affent to with any Sincerity. The 
firſt Words of the Confeſſion ſtrike at the Heart of 
the whole Cnoftick Hereſie: fv-paoyev. De va 
ag ve TPoOlav Kuptov, T dla dnuispyory TE ypr- 

all Gee, confeſs * one God, the Lab of the Aae 


— the Pee, the Creator of the Univerſe, the Father 

Chriſt. To the ſame purpoſe i is that which preſent: 
y follows: tya Orbe, tvoc ys S malipay & - TAetovay, | EvO5 rg 
parars Ac piss, Toy A TAY urn ron Fc. n= 
lunpyov, Frapops reg id piss Tcl. T adrov To 
vonn 1 


ee 
The Profeſſors are ſuch as 
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FEES > >; 


A F the great variety of Creatures by Chriſt, the Cover 
p 9 and Lawgiver by. him, But my Sophiſter doubting the 
ſtre 
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7 venrnu, 0120 tTyv G aur, Que: 1 Father. * 
Son, not more, of; que Comforter. by, 


thor 


. 
other Orders, ibe only Craator of the Mor id, the 4 


— 
— ” 


ngth of his. Anſwer, goes off from the Point, and 
will needs lead us into the Controverſie about the Au- 


thor of the Conftitutions, what he was in the Doctrine 
of the Trinity, Catholick or _ Arian, Concernin 
which, I have fully declared my Opinion, Def. Fid. 
Nis. Se&. II. cap. z, and 6. And for that Confeſſion 
of Faith, contain d in the lith Chapter, the Reader 
Will eaſily find, that ſome Things in it ſavour of Aria- 
niſin, and other Things there are which no Arian can 
- heartily and clearly profeſs. Such is that Article, 
Vhere God is ſtyled the Father f Chriſt, and the Ma- 
. |"ker/of all her. 7h | | 
. . feflion of Faith in Chriſt, Book VII. chap. 44. I be- 
" tieve-in the Lerd Jeſus Chriſty. the only. begatten' Son of 
und, begotten nat, made; by whom all Things were made. 
In which Words. Chriſt is wholly excepted out of the 
number of Creatures, and ow] d to be true God: 
But ſuppoſing; this Writer has ſcafter'd a few Seeds 
of Arianiſin in the foreſaid 11th Chapter; it doth not 
follow that the Profefſors mention'd in the Title of 
the following Chapter, were likewiſe 4rians. For it 
is plain, the Author propoſes in that Chapter to give 
the compleat Rule of Chriſtian Faith, received in his 
that he Paraphraſes it, and often thruſts in his own 
;., Comment; upon it. And what more eaſie, than for 
thoſe to hold the Rule, who did not approve the 
Commentator (or rather Interpolator) upon it? 
At laſt I return to the Matter from which my Op- 
.» ponent had forced me to digreſs. It is plain, from the 
ore · cited Paſſages out of the Ancients, that the Chri- 


.- . 


hings by Cbriſt. And that ſound Con- 


ſtians of the Primitive Church of Jeruſalem, who were 


-; Converts, from the Fews, held the Faith of our Lord 
Chriſt yvoivs, that is, believed him to be truly Di- 
vine; and that this Faith. continued pure in that 


Church 


T 
\ 


2% 


Fear of Chriſt ro 


"Chriſtians i 


1 2 
& Ec. Hi 


S 


| \ .. 2208'S Blaſphemy, 


it © Antioch, conven'd 
1 -madical Epiſtle in 


. another i 


i- e. o n, 


r 


— ——— 


16 | © Bþþoþ\B v 2. v"o* Account of the 
til he\Diſp6r< 


on à certain Day they 


Flalms an of 


"I en Seen rec; do celebrate ( 
5 Calling him very God.. Such c 
nies of the Divinity of” Chriſt;.-own'd by- 
tive and-Apoſtslick Church, were to be found in theſe 
© "Pla ume, that De, 8 


ion in Mdrian's Reign. ut 


*3f*this Snuch, Wich! is the Morther:of: tall. athers, 
"thus cohſtantly:pfofeſt and believed 
Lord we.camor doubt but all the teſt, which either 

drhe 9 theitiſetves, or- their Alſiſtants founded, 

2 Had & fame Fiith Planted and propagated- among 


ith 11 To conchads this Chapters The Eyiſtle of: Pli 
9 the Younger. to the E 


concerning: our 


mperor «77ajan, about the 


6 makeg it plain his i the Chriſti- 
anz of that Age; uh, in 
"Jebrare” our. Saviour's Diyinity ir. Plalms * — 
bi he e from: the "C 
theſe words: ** 

<"aterial part of theft Fault of Error, was ibis; that ups 
uftally met together, before it was 
gbr, and d ſung Verſes to Chrift  God>""Thelſe. Verſes 
an, ancient gray 
chap? 28. . 0 
 r monites. 58 1 the * Doftring of Chriſt's real Di- 
e AS Ann We * The Pſalms; ſays he, and Songs 
, our Brethren, which, the Faithful. have recorded af uſed 

Ap xi, from the firſt, r Ae 5 Des 4 T Yo d- 


1 to ce- 


onfeſſion of R enegado 
affirm'sd, that themoſi 


e Writer "I in Euſeb. 
the Arte- 


* W OR D of God, 
ear and open Teſtimo⸗ 
the Primi- 


/atenns, the Reviver of Arte 
could” not bear-them, :and therefore 


| +» commanded 58 to be laid aſicle in the Churches un- 
it der his Governmęnt, às the Fathers gf the Council of 


inſt him, affure us in their Sy- 
uſeh. Hi. Book VII. chap. 30. 


1 and 18 5 . bur 1 Pao rl in Eye to theſe 
vn "2 Aphe 1 where he ſays: / Speaking 
l a in palms and hymns, am fie! "ies, ſinging 
and making melody in. your hearts r Kopig, to the Lord, 
By the . the Reider N rake no- 


tq one 


© _ tice, 


* 


* 2 Plin. Epiſt Lib. X. Ep. 97: 


— —— 3 a 
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tice, that St. Paus Words, Xangiles Za, 


to your” felves, are near the fame with Pliny's dicere 7295 
invicem, that the Chriſtians celebrated Chriſt as God 
in Verits ſpoke to one another which Expreffion ſeems | 
to mean the way of alternate Singing ſtill uſed. in the 
Church. From all that hath been ſaid in this Chap- 
ter, it Pery unqueſtionable, that the Doctrine of 
Chriſt's Dei 

'tyr's, but had Pobtaurd in the Chriſtian Churches lon 


was not an Invention of  Fuftim. Mar- 


before his Time, even from the Sin it ſelf, an 


| the firſt Preachers of it. 


— — _— 1 * 


— PE FEY . 


F Wat Juſtin Was not impoſed on by the 0) a of the s Si- 


monians, nor learn d the Doctrine e 
nity in their Scho. 


1. PR — 2 — ner in the 
Light, that Jin not invent the 
4% 1 Doctrine of the Son's Generation be- 
a" 4 all 7.4 fore all Worlds, but that it was, com- 
1 5 ——— —— t (1 vers 2 hs 
born) in the e of the Apoſtles, t ſpate 
-my-own and . Reader's Pains in ſtand! wt . 
this monſtrous Aſſertion, that he was lead into this 
Opinion by the Diſeciples of Simon Magus. However, 
Iwill juſt — that my abſurd Antagoniſt, after he 
has recited th 1 b gious Notions of this Arch-He- 
retick, recorde Eufebius, Eccleſ. Hift. Lib. IV. 
chap. 22. but ob: ar all to the matter in hand, 
ro wers thels were the Arguments which fix'd 
Juſtin in the Belief of this Doctrine. 
But this is the moſt wild and improbable Conctit 
in the World. For 1. What 8 hath 
Chriſtwith'Belial,Light with Darkneſs,the Fathers and 
Doctors of the Church with che moſt notorious Here- 
ticks? Nothing more known than that the whole bo- 
dy: of Catholicks to a Man, had the Simonian Hereſie 
in ſuch Abhorrence, that they would ſooner have 
fetcht avs ery Hell, than- any Doctrine from this 


Forge. 


r 


y 


Forge. Look into their Works, and you'll ſoon ab- 
ſolvẽ 9 bring Juflin, who in his * Dialogue 


with 7rypho,; having mention'd the Gnoſticts under 
the Title of, Some called Chriſtians, who allow'd them- 
ſelves in eating Things offer'd to Idols, concludes, 
that herein the Prophecy of Chriſt is fulfill'd, which 
foretold, that falſe (. 25 and falſe Apoſtles ſhould ariſe, 
and decerve. many of the Faithful. And he ſays further, 
We have. no Communion with them, for we. know. them to 
be * and impious Men. In another place of 
his Dialogue he ſays, Chriſt foreknew, that after his 
Reſurrection and Aſcenſion, many falſe Prophets and 
falſe Chriſts would come in his Name, 1. e. under the 
Mask of the Chriſtian Religion. And now, ſays he, 
- this is fulfilled: For they have ſet his Name to many im- 
- pious, \ blaſphemous, and abſurd Notions, and teach thoſe 
Things for his Doftrines, which come into their Minds by 
the Suggeſtion, of the Devil. | Laſtly, in his Second 
Apology he names Simon and other Hereticks deſ- 
cended from him, and brands them for the Peſts of 
the Chriſtian World. But alas! what ſhall we ſay 
of the Times we live in? When Jufin, a moſt ex- 
cellent Doctor of the Church, a zealous and learned 
Writer againſt all Hereſies, and a glorious Martyr for 
the true Apoſtolick Faith, ſhall be ſuſpected for one 
over- reacht by the vileſt Hereticks in the prime Do- 
ctrine of the Chriſtian Religion. | "TR ET EP 
2. But 24H). So far were the Doctors of the Church 
from borrowing this Article from the Simonians, that 
(as Error is commonly the Ape of Truth) the He- 
reticks trans form'd the Doctrine of the Church into 
the monſtrous Shape of their own Hereſie. For 
whence (I beſeech you) was Simon's blaſphemous Aſ- 
ſertion, that himſelf was the Son who appear'd among 
the Jews, and the Father who came down in Sama- 
ria, and the Holy Ghoſt who fell on the Gentiles; 
whence was this taken, but from the Church's ſound 
Doctrine of the Bleſſed, Trinity, Father, Son, and Ho- 
* Page 273 f 308. 4 p. 69, 70. 1 u 24 
_ 2 Lack. Becel Hi Lib. IV. cap. 22. 
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Or 


TO A878 7 8 
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Jeſus was a Man in Appearance, not in 
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iy Ghoſt?” Whence was his i impious Saying, That 
Na and 
only ſeem'd to Suffer, hut from the Apoll Do- 
Erine of the rwo Natures in Chriſt? For Simon could 
never have perſuaded Chriſtians that Jeſus aS not 4 
true Man, if the A) — had not tau Were he was 
not a meer Man. The Som of Cerinthus, 
That Chriſt the Son 1990 God deſcended upon Jeſus at 
his Baptiſm, from him who Rules over all, makin 
him Perfect in every Grace and Work; but left 
him again a little before his Paſſion, and fled back to 
his Father in Heaven: Whence was this, but from 
the Doctrine of Chfiſt's Divinity and Humanity, 
taught by the Apoſtles? And rhe wild Notions of 
both theſe Hereticks took with many, Who thought 
the awful Myſtery of Chriſt's two Natures in one 
Perſon, Ap üble, „ and a contradiction to Rea- 


ſon. Which made them think it neceffary” either 


wholly to, deny one, or at leaft to ſeparate it from 
the other. Let the Reader conſider this ae : 
and be of rm gmt $ Mind if he can. & 5 


EL I AS. TAL . TT SIY PTY T 4 „ 0 1 Gp 
4 # * 0 . * % 


LS nA n 
x Hegelppus, and” his Dees & rhe * Fi 
Jeſs 0 . 


of Hegeſippus as his Bl er Bae who 
owr'd that Chriſt was conceiv'd by the 
Holy Ghoſt of the Virgin Mary, but did 
===9 not acknowledge his Pre-cxiſtence as the 
me OR D of God, before all Worlds. And herein 
he is follow'd by all 6ur Engliſh Socinians, who chal- 
lenge this ancient celebrated Writer for their own, and 
hereupon make ſtrange Concluſions,” which, if true, 
wall quite overthrow our Apoſtolick Doctrine of 


the true Divinity of our Blefled Saviour. Amon 
theſe the Author of the Pamphlet call'd, The Judge- 
ment of the Fathers, is very poſitive that Hage 7ppus Was 
an Ebionite, and offers Reaſons (ſuch as they are) to 
D 2 prove 


70 A Biſhop BULL Account of ne. 
prove it; * wall wk take into N ü rar 
1. Firf, ſays he, Nr Fail id. Chriſtie 
any as Faschi teſti „ Ecclel. Hiſt. Lib. IV. c. 22; 
Now, according to Origen, all Jewiſh Chriſnians were 
Ebionites, i. e. they deny'd the Divinity of Cbriſt. I an- 
ſwer; If by Zewi/b Chriſtian the Sophiſter means, 


one he believing in Chr iſt, obſerv'd the ceremonial 
Law Euſebius hath not one Word of Hegeſippus, 
that he was ſuch a Fewiſh, Chriſtian. N ay Hegofippus 
oy N by Euſabius in that Place) n overs 
imſelf that he was not ſuch a one. For he ſays, that 
in his way to Rome, he vifited many Churches of the 
Gentiles, and communicated with them; and after he 
came to Rome he continued in the Communion of that 
famous Church.  Henee, Eu/ebius affirms, Lib. IV. 
Cap. 21. that He L in the Church; in 
the fame Catholick Church no doubt with Vrenæus and 
ther Orthodox Men, with whom he is there joined. 
ut ſuch. Zewiſþ Chriſtians as held the Ritual Law, 
neither could nor would communicate with behevi 
Gentiles. Neither is it true that ſuch Jews, Chriſti- 
ans were all Ebionites, nor doth Origen any where ſay 
ſo. See what T have writ in my Judgment of the Ca- 
tholick Church. Cap. 2. f. 18. 
2. Secondly - (ſays our Ehionite) Euſebius in ibe fame 
Plato tells us, that e uſed the Hebrew Goſpel 
of St. Matthew, which was uſed by none but Ebionites 
4 Unitarian ;Chriftians.. I anſwer: Euſebius lays in- 
deed, that ee in bis Writings quoted ſome 
Texts out of the Goſpel of the Hebrews ; 385 ne- 
ver ſays, that he made that Goſpel, as the Ebioni 
did, a Canonical Book. And only to quote it ſome- 
times, could be no certain Mark of an Ebienite. For 
then St. 5 Jerom, a moſt yigorous Aſſertor of the Son's 
Deity, had been an Ehionite, ſince he not only uſed 
it in Quotations, but tranſlated it both into Greek and 
Latin. Then Origen was an Ebionite, for he quotes it, 
. 258, he was born wiſh Parents, Ibid. © © ie 
$ Gaal, Spe. Ee. i ſrcobo Fa Bent 
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2s St. Jerum teſtifies z and yet he inveighs againſt, theſe 
Ferrick and calls em Aliens fo the Church. of 
Cbriſt. By the ſame Rule Papas, St. Zoby's Diſciple, 
and Pohearp's Domeſtick Companion, muſt have-been 


an \Ebjavite. » for he, 4 Ireneus aſſures us, had. 


Narrative in his Writings, of our Lord's Dit 
courſe with the Woman taken in A, ultery, which 1s 


no where ro be found but in this Goſpel: yet Bahia 


however weak in ſome Things, was à ſound Cathor 
ters bear Witneſs. Laſtiy (to omit ſeveral others) 
who dares object Ebionitiſin to that avow'd Enemy 


5 \Cxced, ax all, rhe ancient Wri. 


: 
© 


of. all Hereſies, St, lynativs ? Yer wi. his Epiſtle!torthe 
Church, of (Ns + has, a Text 5 5 Egſchius 


„ 


knows not whence, it was taken but Jrram finds it 


e ee. 
1 Hs thi Argument is this: Hegefppus (Euſel 
) 17 7 a 


iv 8 
Gentiles, . /ays nothing of the Cerinthians nor Ebionites, 


Does he think that 4 deſign'd there a compleat 


muſt know nothing of what his Cotemporary lreneus 
had done in the ſame kind. Again, Does he ſeriouſ- 
by believe, that Hege/ippus did not take the Cerinthians 
r Hereticks? Then he who pretends to write of the 
Judgment of the Fathers, muſt be a very Ignoramus in 
their Works, where Cerinthus is ſo conſtantly ſpoken 
of, This Heretick, beſides his Agreement with EB 
on, that Chriſt was no more than Man, ſuperadded 
other abſurd and impious Doctrines. For he affirm'd, 
That this viſible World was not made by the Su- 
8 God, but by inferior Powers, which knew 
im not; That he who gave the Law by Moſes was 
an evil Angel, c. Further, Epiphanius in his 28th 
Hereſie Reports, That Cerinthus held the curſed Ex- 
rors 
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\ # Lib. V. cap. 33. 
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8 


1s Bisep BvLL's Arrount of tbe 
dan el ar gerte, and diſtinguiſhed himſelf from 
chat Monſter in nothing but his Obſervance of the 
Ritual Law, not for Conſcience fake, but only to re- 
commend N to the Jews, atid avoid the Perſe- 
7 ions which were raiſed by them. See my Def. 
F Nic. Sect. III. cap! 1. f. 7. And vas that Wrerch 


_ {Carpievares) no Heretick with Hegeſippus? In ſhort, - 
chis Argainent! will equally prove Jin Marty an 


Ebidnite or Unitarian”: For * twice in his Dialogu 
Wirk 77ypbo,* he reckons up*Setts of Hereticks,"yrith- 
out riaming Cer ant or Ebiontes. But who knows 
Hor the Faith öf F#m in this Point, and how ſtudi- 
oully'he maintain d the Divinity of Chriſt,” againſt 


che Fews and Juda ing Chriſtiars? You'll ay, Faſtin 


adds to his Rift öf Hereticks,” Wert are mort who v0 
ey other Names. "T'own it; but, pray, what _ 
falſe” Prophets, falſe Apoſtles, who," with their 0 
Won of God an Chriſt, tore the Church to pieces: This 
certainly includes the whole brood of the fore-named 
Hereticks. Jud . <<. RS * wid N Is. N d * 
. Now to his Fourth Argument, which is this: 
P; abs "confeſſes that the Ancients ſighted the Fetlefia- 
Fiche Hiſtory of Hegefippus, and ſo it was loft, beratiſe it 
Twas too favourable 10 ae ls. But Yalefins ne- 
ver ſaid any thing like it. His Words are theſe: C- 


men's Hypotypoſes, abbituding with Errors, were negletted 
and off. Anil for The ame reaſon, I ſuppoſe the Writings 


of Papias and Hegeſippus, and others f the Ancients,” are 
funk. As for Fe I know not what Miſtakes 
Valefus imagin'd him to be guilty of. We ſhall ſee 
preſently, that Ancient Catholick Authors, who' had 
read his Works, and are therefore to be credited be- 
fore Valeſius, have commended them as Orthodox, 
Uſeful, and worthy to be read. 1 
And thus I haye done with this Wrangler's ſhal- 
low Cavils: to which I-oppole the Teſtimonies of the 
Ancients concerning Hegefippus, who have placed him 
A among 


ä * * 1 OTE, 0 bs „ _ ' — 


— — — 


* Page 253, 397. 
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among the Catholicks, and greateſt Ornaments of thic 
Frimizre wen . wry d e e 2h 
F. Firſt Euſabius, who pęruſed him thoroughly, 
always mentions him with Honour, eſpecially for his 
ſound and truly Apoſtolick Doctrine, which he would 
never have done for an Ebionite, . none of 
'd the Conc 


that Hereſie, not eyen thoſe who own on 
tion of Chriſt by the Holy Ghoſt, of the Virgin Ma 
79: but while they denied him to be Se N 4 
aodiay, God the Mord and Wiſdom: exiſting before ali 
Worlds, he counts them In ne Hereticks, as I have 
ſhown in F another Place. Why doth he celebrate 
Hegeippus as the greateſt Champion of his time for the 
Catholick Faith, againſt Herencks? A rare Champi- 
on indeed, if he were à Heretick himſelf! But thus 
Euſebins | writes .of him, Lib. 4. Gaps 7. 1 hoſe times : 
were fruitful of Ghampions ab the Truth, who baffled im- 
pious Hereticks bath with Tongus and Den. One of Truth's 
chief Advocates was Hegeſippus, 'who/e Horks have been 
ver) ſerviceable to us, and whoſe Arcount we bave much 
depended on in aur Hiftory of the Apaſtolick- Age. Tie bad 
4 very clear way Qs eaching the Dotirine which the Apo- 
files Preached, which: be hath ſet forth in fue Books. 
Again at Chap. 21. In thoſe Days flouriſhed Hegefip- 
pus, (whom we; have had occaſion to mention formerly) 
Brabus Bp. of Corinth, Pinytus Bp. of Crete, Phi- 
lip, Apollinaris, Melito, Irenæus; all whoſe. Books, 
containing the ſincere Doktrine of the Apoftolick and - true 
Faith, are come to our : Hands. And in the beginning 
of the next Chapter, he ſpeaks again of the five Books 
of Hegeſippus, wherein (lays he). be bath" left us a moſt 


1 Ne e ber Faith. | 304 . 180155 

| "To all this what ſays my Antagoniſt? After he hath 
done with his Arguments which he brings to prove 
egeſippus a Unitarian, he preſently ſubjoyns: ¶ it le 
ohjected, How could Euſebius be ignorant that Hegeſip 

pus was an Unitarian? yet be always makes Honourgbl, 
mention of him. 1 anſwer : No doult but Euſebius kyew 
this very well, but be durſt not declare. it; it was not 


11 44 er ei! | Bufineſ; 


f Fudicinm Reel, Cath, Cap, Ll. F 11. 
4 ET 


| _ 


dan Heretical Tarcs in * rb. mixt with 


2% ic Bud ** run ef the 


Auſfueſt a0 uber uon an Apoſtont Furber. 
be 2 do, was to take no mop or of it, herauſe the Un: 


> Aug 7, © el 28 world be e ſure 
of . Man in * 
— bs wither, Ahora are, if En 


mut dne Hage . to II Bae, be did 05 

but told à direct Lye for bim 
RE Ca __ and his Doctrine p ure, fin- | 
bere, an 


Apoſtolick:'! Nay, be wat Lye $7 him 
eſt . ee e 


ly valued, b 
* the Apo- 
H 15 ah ſebius.” have 
been convicted of a manifeſt „and e ee 
the hitred of all 1 rear? is likewiſe very 
N , as He doth, that Euſebius durſt not 
5 wich bis becauſe he was an 


a ad For i he ws a0 e the * 
— Church, which Fuſebitts, in point of Intereſt, 
ns chiefly to regard, would never ii for ſuch. 
Nay; ſack 2 Lye" would have loft both Catholicks and 
Herrxicks Catholics, bybeftpwing fach high Praiſes 
apon an anfound Man: and Herencks, by reckoning 


| — great a Parren of cheir Seck tc che adverſe Patty. 


1 am Sire fick of this Sophiſter' 8 Trafh. Let us 
IG, elſe. 

t only Ea, but other ancient Gachölek 

Wiesen e dreieck for HN, that he was 

an'Orthodox Mad. St. eum not. only extolls his 


| Sanity of Life, but his Writings allo, which he had 


+ead; dnd'commendsthem to Readers as uſeful Works. 
2g fp Klus ke) 49ho tn nur the Apôſtlen Times, 


a . Ay of all Feeltferftical Atts, and col 


+efted 


Ape of 
might eee the Phraſe ug well ns Manners of the Apo- 


e Ne queſtion But St. From, if he had found 


þ portion and ufeful Marrer, which br bath 


— ers — — 
—_— „ 


the 


in b Books, writ in u plain Style, that be ä 


K 


"breffion of Biſhops, and in every City, * 45 4 
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the Auge, of ſound Doctrine, would have bid 
the Rea 
the World, he would neyer have ſuffer'd an Ebjonite 


der take heed of them: — of all Sects in 
| abhorr d) F. paſs thro” his 


(whoſe Hereſie he 
Hands without fin a black mark upon- him, 1 in- 
ſtead of the high ncomium which he has now gi- 


2 him. 


To theſe we may add, Gobarus in Photias, Biblicuh. 
Cad. 232. Who calls Hegefippus an Ancient, Apoſtolick 
Man; Ancient, in reſpe& of the Age whercin he 
lived; and Apoſtolick, for the Sanctity of his Life, 
and * 7 of his Doctrine. 

* o, in the laſt place, let us hear Hege/ippus 
for himſelf. He relates (in that very 22d 
ang of Book IV of Exſebius's Hiftory, from whence 
our Caviller would prove him an Ebzonire,) DON, fÞ re 
his Journey to Rome, he call'd upon ſeveral Biſhops, aud 
beard them all Preach one and the ſame Dofrine. Then 
he adds, The Corinthian Church tontinued in the true 
Faith till the firft Bp. of that place, with whom I converſed 
freely in my Paſſage to Rome, and with other Corinthians 
for ſeveral Days, and wwe found a comfortable Agreement 
in the true Fauth. But when I arrived at Rome, I made 
my Mode with Anicetus, whoſe Deacon at 75 time was 
Eleutherus. Then follow theſe Words: 


Jame Dofrmes which have been Preached out off 


y con- 
Old und New Wess. 
ently td ofthe Primitive and Apoſto- 
ow 7 whit the Doctrine of the Ca- 
tholick Church was in Hegefippus's time, you may 
certainly know from his emporary {ren@us. 
From room Pugs wo hs pa I ſhall ſele& only two, out of 
various oſe. In ki firſt Book, 
Chap. 19 e Rule of Truth embra- 


ced in bis time 85 . C Catholick Church: But fine 
u bolt the Nen of Truth, "Y e. That there hm 


— 


26 ,.: Biſhop BuLL's Account of the 
_ Almighty who by bis WORD Created all Things, aud for- 
med aud faſhioned them out of what was not, to be what 
they now. are, as the Scripture ſaith; By the WORD 

of the Lord were the Heavens made, and all the Hoſt 

ol them by the breath of hig,Mouth. Aud again, 

All things were made by him, and without him was 
not any thing made: (There is nothing excepted out . of 
the whole Number of Creatures; but the Father Made all 

Things by him, whether Viſible or Inviſible, Senſible or In- 
telligible, to laſt for a time, or to laſt for ever,) and all 

this, not by Angels, nor by any Powers ſeperated from 

* himſelf; for Gia wants none of theſe ; hut by bis WO RD 
and. Spirit, Making, Ordering, and Governing all Things, 

and giving them all thgir Being. Now could an Ebionite 

ſubſcribe this Confeſſion of Faith? The other Place is 
in Book III. Ch. 3 and 4 compared together. In the 
beginning of the h Chap. he writes thus of the Tra- 
dition of the Catholick Church: All Men who will 
fee the Truth, may ſee the Tradition of the Apoſtles plain 
enough in all the Morld, and in every particular Church. 
and we can reckon up ſuch Biſhops as the Apoſtles placed 
in the Churches, and their Succeſſors down to our days, who 
never taught, nor knew any ſuch thing as theſe Idle Heads 


"— Qgrate about. Here he ſpeaks of Univerſal Tradition 


* all over the World, and in every Church (that is, 
in the Phraſe of Hegeſippus, in every Succeſſion of Biſbops, 
and. in every City) and that this Tradition was o 
plain, r all lovers of Truth, who did not wilfully 
ſhut their Eyes, muſt needs ſee it. Now what that 
univerſal And plain Traditiogf 5 55s Mw in the 
very next Chapter Bus ubat if the Apoſtles had not 
left us the Scriptures? ought we not to follow the Ordi- 
nances of the Tradition which they delivered tothoſe whom 
they appointed over the Churches ? which Ordinances many 
Barbarous Nations afſent to, who believe in Chriſt, having 
Salvation written in their Hearts by the Spirit, without 
Paper or Int, and diligently keeping the Old Tradition, be- 
lie ping in one God, Maker of Heaven and Earth, and of 
all things therein, by Chriſt Jiſus the Son of God. Who 
for his fingular Love to the Work of bis aum Hands, vouch- 


. ſafed 
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*« in his Exhortation to the e z of heh 
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el to be born of a Virgin, and fa 70 make. Man. one 
with God, From all this 1 is molt apparent, that He- 
pus was a ſound, Catholick, and believed with; the 
Catholick Church ef his time, in the Son of God 
who was before AI Worlds, by whom all things were 
and who became Man at the appointed time 
for the ſake of us Men. And therefore all the con- 
cluſions which our Unitarians deduce from their falſe 
Hypotheſis, that 2 ippus was an Ebionite, nr to a the 
Ground. * 


— — * 
„ —— — — 2 
8 : 


| E H AP. IV. | W 

Of the Orphean Yerſes; and, bythe way, of the Sibylline. 
Oracles, which Juſtin and other Ancient Dr N 
a f the Gentiles. 


DAM next to conſider Zuicker Opinion of 
che Orphean Verſes, in which he takes more 
than a Poetick . Licenſe. Pra 10 hear him. 
N Bl « Theſe wild Fancies (ſays he) of Simon 

2 SOD 00 Magus, with. Cerinthys his 13 
« upon them, of which more preſently, were, if Iam 
« not mightly -miſtaken, the rude Draught. of thoſe. 


“ Verſcs of Orpheus, (a Heathen, and Magician, if Wwe | 


cc 840 believe Pauſanias) which Tuſtin Martr quotes f 


6. this Specimen; 


7 ocem juro Patri by mum quan Ps ore, 


am cum conderet mem. 


c Theſe Verk tis prob eg were diſperſt among 
« the Chriſtians, by ſome Scholar of Simon Magus, 
under the name of Orpheus, becauſe he, as Suidat 
cc tells us, was moſt famous in Ancient Times, and 
cc therefore many pieces of other Authors were aſcri- 
« bed to him, to get them the greater Reputation. 

« Afterwards Juſtin, to make their Authority Sacred, 
“ pretended that Orpheus Copied them from the Do- 
. © Ktrine of Moſes. A little after he adds, That Juſtin 
% and others, grounding themſelves upon theſe Ver- 


2 | {es, 


Bien Bu 1's Account of the 


- * | raught that Chriſt was the Mind, Word, and 
* Reſon of the Father, that he was born of the 
* Pat ee Wn Gro that the 
cc World was created Wot he came down 
“ to Men, and was at Man. Here the 
lame Herefck leans upon er Crutches. 1. 
That the Orpbean Verſes were forged by the Simo- 
nians. 2. That Juſtin upon the Authority of theſe 
Verfes, came out with the the Doltrins of the w ORD's 
Generation before the World was made. 
1. Thefirſt of theſe is his own Aſſertion: He cannot 
produce the leaſt Shadow of Authority for it. But 
our Reaſons againſt it are clear enough. For firſt, 
12 quotes theſe Verſes as known and received of 
the Pagaus under Orpheus his Name; and there- 
Pre that they ſhould be forged by a. late, obſcure Set 
of Hereticks, ſcarce pa es, to the Heathens, is high- 
ly imprabable. 7ſin ititroduces his Quotation of 
em with theſe Words, I believe, none f you who f&- 
riouſly peruſe the Fiftories of Diodorus and others, who 
Bave committed theſe thing to Writing, can be © 
chat Orpheus, Homer, Solon zhr Athenian Law-Gi- 
ver, Pythagoras, Plato, au /ome others, who travelled 


N 3 t , en alta the Writings of Moſes, did re- 
cu Mt the alſe Opinion, which before They had enter- 


1 F the Gods, and tan 3 


Ix hich Words (if I gu t) Putin ani 


mates the Original of the 0 e, erfes, viz. that 
ſome Writer of good Anti quzinted 
with Mos "and they 7ews/> 1 
Verſes under Oris bi Name 0 agree 
with 7u/:iz, that they Wert really his) and fo they paſs d 
. the Gentiles as the Work of that famous Poet, 
L before Juin was born. Now I think 
dle, that the Author of theſe Verſes 
— a Taſte of Jewiſh Literature: As ever 


it very. pr 


EA Body knows, many of the Pagan Writers had: whic 


their Works abundantly declare, while. they teach 
ſuch things of one God, the World's Creation, &&:. 
which they could not learn or know any other way 
than by the true Church. The Diſperſion of the 

| Jews 
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Jews contributed very much to this Diſcovery of their 
Learning; and afterwards, by à ſpecial Providence 
of God, making way for the Converſion of the Gen- 


rites, the Holy Sctiprures were tranflated into the 
Greek, then the et known Language, by aides 
of the Egyptian King Ptolemy. From which" tim 


who. cop wonder that ſome things are found in the 
Books f the Pagans, agreeable to this Learning?" 
But you ask what could this fignihie, to 
the Orphean V in which mention is made of the 
Lene W OR D, by which al things ers erated, 
Term unknown ta „ er &? I anfwers 
the NH or 9 75 D D ee Yi th 
Jews, as plainly appears from the Chaldee Paraphraſe 
which calls that by which God made and nf 
things, ww of 87915 that is Ne, the WORD, aw 
many learned Men have obſerve ; particularly G omi in 
his Annotations on John I. where he delivers it as his 
Opinion, that the Author of che Orphean Verſes bor- 
row'd what he has upon the Logis fromthe ee, and 
was follow'd by Fnraclitus (why uſes the Word inthis 
Senſe, as Amekus takes notice) and he again by Plato 
and his School. But this Bong is thoroughly Hand- 
led by the moſt learned Dr. Alu, in his Diſcourſe | 
call'd, The Tudgemeut of the angient fewith Church, 6- | 


* 


8 3. Upon this Occaſion I profets "tis my 


y - 


that the Sibylline Ve N 9 25 Wertes 
He e riginal. 


aftey him againſt the Pagan, h 
Por 1 eels .belieyMhat they were che 
Fathers of the Primitive Church dr palm'd upon them 
by pious Fraud, as ſome learned confidently af- 
ſert ; which is an intolerable Reflexion (as our Bi- 
ſhop Montagne ſays) raſhly and irreverently 
theſe ſacred Worthies. For what Arg 


bring fob this ſtrange Aſſertion? Nothing at all, hut 
meer Gueſſes and groundleſs Safpicions. Whereas the 
Re on bur Side are clear. For firft, who cat i- 

ma- 


+ Apparatus 3.1. 41, 


No — 


- * —— a * : 
_ ry — E * 
— ——— 


3 — 


. Web L % Account of the WER 
9338 chat Juſtin and other Fathers (pious and prus 


1 dent Men) would dare to alledge counterfeit and pu- 


rious N. of EE Sibyls, in Defence of their Faith, 
efore tho perors and Heathens who knew the 
ibylline. 8. be ah well, boldly appealing, at 
he ſame time to t xn which were in their Hands? 
ay- Tuſtin, in his Poreneſis, towards the End, bids. 
805 ple, & Belieye the. venerable and very ancient Si- 
byl, whoſc Books are diſperſt all over the World, Me. 
1 am not ignorant 155 the Pagans of old ch 

the Chriſtians wich iſting ſeveral things lung 
1 as Celſus in his Diſpute Aub 9 rigen, Lib. 9 
ut Origen there tells him, that he did not ſhew 
1 0 thoſe Interpolations were which. he charged up- 
p the. Chriſtians, which doubtleſs he would have 
one if he could have produced more ancient and 
enuine Cop ies. And indeed, if this Cheat of the. 
ijſtians bad been detected in Ceſſus his time, then 
had. Theophilus, Clement of Alexandria, Os. and. the 


} 


wo been the moſt abandon'd Dotards and ſhameleſs 
Peng ns. in the World, for pretending after chis io. 


cob 1115 Pagans out of, the ſame, Oracles, 
es, we have ſome Things in thoſe Heathen 
Wiikers, who ere either before the Birth of Chriſt, 


or Cotemporary with him, plainly taken out of the 
bxlline,Oragles, , and EY, agreeing with the Fa- 


cre Oiterions.- Such. is that of Juſtin Martyr con- 
cernin burning of the World : The Suyldand 
Hyſt e 2 The all caxruptible Things \/ball be 


conſu d by Fire... 4 had: Mons * of their 
5 Books, NG, 9 Lib. I. 


"fe quonue in — caffeine affore nps, 
wo mare, quo tellus,: correptaque Regia Cell 
deat, & mundi moles operoſa labore. 


15 he S to wind the oo Doom 
cr | 85 


* — 
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When Heaven and Earth, and all the curious Frame 
Of Worlds ſhould periſh in devouring Flame. 


enen 

The Primitive Chriſtiats brought many Paſſages 
out of the $ibylline Oracles, to prove that their K1 
Meſſiah ſhould give Peace and Safety to all the World. 
Now Tully, in his Second Book of Divination, ſays, 
the Interpreter of the Sibylline Books declared, in Fa- 
vour of Julius Ceſar, who was King in effect, tho? 
he wanted the Title: We muſt have a King, if we mean 
to do well. In which Prophecy * Molineas himſelf 
(otherwiſe no great Friend to theſe Oracles) profeſles, 
he takes Chriſt to be ſpoken of, whoſe Government 
brings Safety to thoſe that obey it. And Grotius up- 
on Matt. 2. 1. is of the fame. Mine. 

5. But moſt, remarkable are the Paſſages which 
Virgil in his IV th Paſtoral, ' has taken from the Cu- 
mæan Sibyl, of the Child that ſhould come down 
from Heaven, be born of a Virgin, and reign over 
all the World; who ſhould take away Mens Sins, kill 
the Serpent, and reſtore the Golden Age. Now the 
Poet concluding from ſeveral Circumſtances that the 
Accompliſhment of all theſe Things was at Hand, but 
miſtaking the true Meaning of the Prophecies, applies. 
them (with the Licence which flattering Poets often 
take) to Saloninus, Pollio's Son, then newly born, 


Here Molinæus owns again, that when he conſiders 
fil 


theſe Verſes, he is ſurprized to find how exactly they 
pau, 2: the Birth . and Ringo GEAR : _ 
confeſicgMthat the Sihy was his Author; And Mo- 
lineus ad TEN erſes are the — to be re- 
ded, becauſe the Poet lived at Rome, where the 
ibyls Books were kept in the Palatin Library, and 
writ them at that very Time that Chriſt was born in 
Judæa. Tis worth while to ſet down theſe Verſes, 
with Molinæus's Notes upon them. The Poet, 
« ſays he, exalting his Song above the ſtrain of Pa- 
6“ ſtoral, begins thus: | ; 87 1 
ici- 


— KO 


— 


— 


* Valeſ. Lib. III. c. 14. 


22 Bie Bur 1's Accountof the 
ef Sicilian Maſe, begin @ liftier Strain. 


Then aſter a few Lines: 

3 The laſt great Age, foretold by Sacred Rhymes, 

Renews its 2 Courſe, Saturgian Times 
Foul round again, and mighty Tears, begun 
3g their firſt Orb, in radiant Circles run. 
de baſe, degenerate, Iron-Offipring ends; 

A Golden Progeny from Heaven deſcends. 

A Virgin comes] | 

oe chaſte Lucina, /peed the Mother's Pain, 
And aft the ole glorious Child into bis Reign. 


6 Tbeſe are wonderful Words indeed, ſays Molineus : 
« A Virgin, a Child born, fent down from Heaven, 
* under whom ſhall be Golden Times; and all this 


4 from the Sibylline Oracles, at that very Time when 
* Chrift was born. A little further he thus beſpeaks 
the Child: 


4 Before thy Throne all Tits ſhall forink and fy, 
Aud our corrupt Remains of Sin fball dye. 


., Our Sins ſhall be done awa by this Child. 


1 - How unlike is this to the uſual Fancies of Poets! 


& Then he promiſes how, under his Gerernment, 
the Scrpent hal be deſtroy: 


5 
Magnus ab — — naſcizger ordo. = 
venit & Virgo, veniunt Sururnis Regna. 
Fam nova progenies Calo demictitu alto. 

Tis mado naſcenti aur, quo ferrea prone 
Deſinet, ac toto ſurget gens aurea mundo, . 
| Coſta fave lan —— 

+ Te duce, — manent ſceleris wefligia * 
Irrita, perpet formidine terra. 

y Occidet & EG ts 94 fallax herba vexeni 
Oceidet, Afſyrium vulgò naſcetir amomnne. 
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Primitive Doctrine of C brifÞs ; romty.- 33 
ec And a little after he ſays,; $ The Child ſhall' go- 
« yern the World, ferred in Peace by; hisFather's 
* Verdes. web Roſs 5 Trae (i 
«By the Weeds and poiſonous Plants, we mY un- 
« derſtand falſe Doctrines and the Worſhip of Idols; 
« by the Hyrian Roſe that ſhould grow on every Buſh, 


c is meant, that the Goſpel ſhould be preached all 


« over the World. Now Judæa, tis well known, is 
« in Syria, where the Goſpel begun to be preached. 
Virgil indeed has Mrian, inſtead of Syrian, but 
&« that's an eaſie Change to make up his Verle;. 
6. Vou'll ask, how the Pagans came by theſe clearPro-. 
Rees of Chriſt? From the Jews, ſay I, Spratly 
ſuch as were diſperſt among them, who were proud, 
upon all Occaſions, to ſer forth the Predictions. of 
their Prophets concerning their Meſſiah, and the great 
Things he ſhould do for them. For after they were 
carried into Captivity, they underſtood the Promiies 
of God, and the words of his Prophets relating to 
Chriſt and his Kingdom, better than ever they did: 
before: The good Providence of God ſo ordering it, 
that his People in their greateſt Afflictions, groanng: 
under the Yoke of a foreign Government, ſhould be 
comforted with the proſpect and hope. of theſe future 
Bleſſings. This is fully confirm'd by the Writings of 
thoſe Jews, who lived from the beginning of the Ba- 
bylonian Captivity, to N of our Lord. If 
any Man doubt whether the Knowledge. of theſe 
Prophecies came to the Pagans, let him but obſerve 
that remarkable one mention d by * Suetonius and Cor- 
nelius Tacitus, how, before the Birth of Cbriſt, it was the 
common Diſcourſe of all the World, That a Native af 
Judza ſhould be ſupream Lord and Governour upon Earth. 
7. If you ask further, which way the Jewiſh Pro- 
phectes came into the Books of the Sibyls, . which 
were laid up in the Roman Capitol? The Wa is ob- 
vious: For theſe Books be of two ſorts; the firſt, 
* . l : pur- 
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purchaſed by Turguin, and. preſerv'd in the Capitol 


till Has Time, when both Books and Building were 


conſum'd with Fire: Theſe muſt be the Dictates of 
an evil Spirit, containing many impious and idolatrous 
Rites, as appears from Livy. But there were more, 
fetchrt from Erythræ, by three Commiſſioners ſent from 
the Senate, after the Capitol was rebuilt ; which were 
Aid up in it. Theſe made a thouſand, Verſes, as * 
Laftantins tells us; befides a Collection made by Au- 
71 5 from ſeveral parts of the World, as Tacitus, in 

is Vith Book of Annals, informs us. After, ſays he, 
ſuch Sibylline Verſes were brought in, as could be got from 
Samos, Ihum, Erythræ, all over Africa, Sicily, 
and the Italick Colonies, the Prieſts were order'd to uſe 
their. utmoſt endeavours to ſeparate the genuine from the 
ſparious. And T Suetonins to the ſame purpolſc : M hat- 
ever Prophetiat Books, ſays he, Greek or Latin, of lit 
tle or no- Authority, were commonly read, he call'd in, and 
burnt above Two thouſand of them, preſerving only the 
Writings of the Sibyls, which were firſt. purged from the 
Traſh, and then laid up in two golden Caſes, at the foot 
of Apollo' Statue. Concerning this Collection, + Dio- 
ny/ius Halicarnaſſeus writes thus: Such of them the Sibyl- 
line Verſes] as are now extant, were collected from ſeve- 
ral Places; ſome from Towns in Italy; ome. from Ery- 
thre in Aſia ; ſome from other Parts; and ſome of them 


were tranſcribed from the Books. of private Perſons. In 


this ſearch after Sibyllin? Oracles, one may preſently 
ſee how eaſſe it was for the Collectors to take in mae; 


ny other Writings, and theſe of the Jews among the 


reſt, and carry them to Rome, and lay them up for 
Sibylline Oracles, which was the common Name for 


all famous Prophecies. ' It was utterly impoſſible for 


the Roman Prieſts, in ſo great variety of prophetick 
Writings, to diftinguiſh the genuine from the Spuri- 
ous. For what certain Rule had they for it? Was 
the Original, Jaid up in the Capitol, ſo well knownto 


them, that when it was burnc, they could eaſily re- 
* collect 
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collect wherein it gp reed with their Copies, and 
wherein it differ'd? *T1s ndiculous to ſuppoſe it. For 
not toi that the Ai Oracles were rarely con- 
ets 75 in extraordinary Caſes, thę ori — 

Book w d A., U. 0.8 651. Which wed 
before 2 5 iſt. But this {Reyifal A596 Prieſts, 
made A. 1* 741. Bleven Years. before our Tord 8 
Nativity, , when Auguſtus was High Prieſt: ſo that 
from the burning of the old Book to the framing 
this new Code, | thete . were Threeſcote and Ten 
Years. And nothing is mere groundléſs than to ima- 
gine with * Baronius, that there were 55 Val, ＋ 
of theſe Oracles in Ys 10 8 (as Mo 
obſerves) if this had: bee fo, the Rr _ 
fent Officers into 70 19 N Pair their EY ith a 
new Collęction. Tt retains t Mefore. that the Prieſts 
had no certain Rule ti direct them in their Reviſal; 
and Tacitus in the fore · mentionꝰd place, adds z Fry 
did it a well as\ Men could doit: 

8. Thus the Original of che Sibylline Sande con- 
cerning Chrift, ſeems to me plain enough; viz. that 
they are derived from the Jeu. And Gregory Nazi- 
— ** in the rights "who A 4 — 
us ſays, that When 774 110 e rophe- 
cied — God, they 4 5 Kea by Fs 
as they Rad read A the ſacred Scriptures. He was 
only in an Error to think, that theſe Oracles were 
compoſed by the Sibyls whofe Names they bear. So 
before him, "Clement of © Mexandria call'd the Sibyl, a 
Propheteſs of t e Hebrews.. And indeed there are in 
the Writi themſelre clear Evidences of this their 
Original. ch is that Encomium upon the Jeni 
Nation. cited by T Lactantius. 

1 he Godlike Race of Heavenly, bappy Jews. 

And that other: | 

hin Rome ſhall 75 its Empire M.gyprt join, 

And both their different — combine, + 7 
— 2 Typen 
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The to „ 5 wond ring 7 710 rom Hleav'n ſoall 2 
The ' glorious © nent of * 1 5 25 immortal King. Jo a 


4 #4. 10 4 


Which Words are a we 5 ehtibe! of Daniels 


Prophecy, N the Kingdom of the Meſias 


coming r from Heaven, when the Royal Line of 
Selnuaa and Eagus ſhould fail. To the fame Purpoſe 
is that Oracle, of raiſing the Holy City, i. e. Feruſa- 
Jem to be the Metropolis of the hols Earth: 


Tz 


7 The. City: which God- made, he made ſo bright, 
It far ,excell'd Sun, Moon, - and Stars in Lein. 


Ava almoſt every where doth this Compiler of the di. 
Wine” Otactes ſpeak of the Meſſiah's Kingdom in 
Scripture Terms. 'Of t e, Univerſal Peace which 

ſhould be Tn thoſe Days he writes thus: : | 


$1 113 2800 


Te Lambs ſhall rung -0'er Hills with wolfſh Breed, 

: The; Lyme ſhall with the Kid conſent to feed: 

Bears with his Kine tho Herdſman ſball lead bone, * 
And Lion fell. hall to be Manger co,. 1 


. Thecharmisſs: Serpent ball avird Tafants flitp, ) © = 


Nor needs the watchful Nur ſe her Infants W 
Sce:iſhiah Chap. IT: 6, 7. and 67. 27. 13 N N 
There i 18 this « other, Oracle concerning Plenty; 3 


$ Then Grd Hall greatly cheer Men; for the Ground 
Aud Trees and Beaſts wich Frait ſail much abound. 
Sweet Honey, I ine, and Milt ſoall overflow, - 


And Wheat, the Staff of FO in n N aua. 


And another to the ſame Purpoſe : Wong 


For Saints alone ibe Barth Ball Jie its Ni 


Sweet Hony Streams from Rocks and I, ells 45 1 
Immortal Milk ſhall en, the Juf Man's Drought. e 


This, tis to br noted: was the ſpecial Privilege of 
the Py Land, Faden, | "And in Vi £2 Paſtora 
_ mention d 


* 
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Primitive Doctrine of Chriſt's Divinity. 37 
mention'd above, we have almoſt the ſame Words, 
borrow'd from the Cumæan Verſes, to deſcribe the 
golden Days of his great Governoe. 
9. What I have. here faid, I would have under- 
ſtood of thoſe Sihlline Oracles, which are quoted by 
( Tuſtin, Clement, Theophilus, and the more ancient Fa- 
thers: For I don't deny but ſome. things have been 
inſerted by Chriſtians. of latter times. Of which Sort 
we may reckon that Acroſtick mention'd by Conſſan- 
tine (or Euſebius, according to ſome) in Chap. 18. of 
his Oration to the Saints: Where the. firit Letters of 
the Verſes make theſe Words; Inos c XpS , Des vids, 
Trio, 2 082 Which, tis certain, none of the 
foreſai "Authors take any Notice of. Tully indeed, 
in his ſecond Book of Divination, ſpeaks of a Sibylline 
Acroſtick, but ſays nothing of what it contained. And 
for thoſe Oracles which recite ſome, of our Lord's 
Works, ſo plainly, and with ſuch particular Circum- 
ſtances, that they may paſs for Hiſtory rather than 
Prophecy, they are undoubtedly ſpurious. Such is 
t hat concerning the Miracle of he Loaves, quoted by. 
Er L en If. ee bn 62 
Miß two {mall Fiſhes and five Loaves of Bread, 
Ne thouſand Men Pt? Deſert ſhall be fed 3 3A 
Aud when the Fragments which remain are pil'd, 
Out of the heap twelve Baskets ſhall be fd. 
WMW ho can think but theſe and ſuch like Paſſages in 
Lattantius, were taken out of the Evangelical Hi ory? 
There is nothing like it in thoſe Verſes which are 
quoted by Juſtin, Theophilus, and Clemens" Alexandrinus, 
who were all diligent Readers of theſe; Oracles, and 
laid hold on every thing that might convince the Pa- 
gans out of their own Books; and therefore they would 
never have omitted ſuch evident Prophecies of Chriſt, - 
if they had been extant in thoſe Boooks at that time.” 
But Laftantivs, who was converted and writ about 
the beginning of the Fourth m firſt quoted 
111 380} + $29, 01,030 How @ 51:3: eſo 
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clear beyond all Di 
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theſe Verſes apainſt the Gentiles under the Name of 
the r Orackes, Eo oO 
10. The Subſtance of the whole Debate is this. 
-: Firſt, it is certain, that, before the Birth of Chriſt, 
the Pagans had ſome Prophecies which they aſcribed to 
 theCibylwhetein were taught theWorſhip of one God, 
e e the Kingdom of the Mefliah - 
To which therefore Juſtin Martyr and other Ancient 
Chriſtians, in their Diſputes with the Heathen, did 
e reaſon Appeal. Secondly, tis high- 
by the Sibyls, who were Heathen Women, but by 
wile Men Who lived among the Jews after they were 
carried Captive to Babylon. And we need not won- 
der that they ſhould open the dark Sayings of the 
Prophets more clearly and fully, if we bell confider 
the Divine Oeconomy, which ordered things fo, that 
the nearer the times of the Gofj . ng the 
cdearer were the Promiſes and Predictions relating 
thereto; ſuch being the Will of God, that the Mor- 


ning light ſhould encreaſe before the rifing of the 


Sun of Righteouſneſs. Lang tis roo plain, that 
ſome falſe. and counterfeit Additions: were afterwards 
made to theſe Oracles by ſome of the Chriſtian Name, 
who were fantaſtick. þ 
This was. a contriyance of the Old Serpent, to blend 
Truth and Falſhood _— that the one might not 
be diſtinguiſht from the other, = Molinens rightly 
judges. And ſo much for the .S;byiline. Oracles; 
which I hope the Reader will. take in good part. 
To return ds = +/ goon * the er N bo 
11. I will produce one Argument, which makes it 
5 e, that the Orphæan Verſes quo- 


ted by 7uftin, co 
— * x . are in — ſuch 
thin God the Creation, as are di 5 ppO- 
ſite to that Hexeſie. For 'tis well known to all that 


have had the leaſt taſte of Henæus, Tertullian, and ſuch 


other Fathers & write of the Simonians, that their 


that theſe Oracles were compoſed, nor 


erſons and had little to do. 


never be compoſed by any of the 
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Primitive Doctrine of Chriffs Divinity. 39 
y God, nor by the W ORD, but by Spirits of an 
erior Order. Whereas the Author of theſe Verſes 
every where affirms, that the World. is the Handy- 
Bk of Almighty God, and of his Ne- or WORD; 
as appears from that conſiderable Stanza quoted by 
Juſtin in his Paræneſis. Even the lines which Zuicker 
has pitcht upon, and which preſently follow in Fufin, 
teach the ſame Doctrine: for they ſpeak thus 
* Be Witneſs all ye Heavenly Hoſt, and Skies, © 

And thou the Bleſſed WORD of God moſt wiſe, 
M bich he ſpoke forth when firſt the World was made, 
And the Foundations of the Deep were laid. 1 
So that I ſhould aſcribe theſe Verſes to - body 
rather than to a Diſciple of Simon. And ſo I have 
done with this part of Zuicter's Dream. 

12. The next that follows is ſtill more abſurd, and 
void of any colour of Truth, viz. That Juſtin, moved 
with theſe Verſes, broach'd the Doctrine of the 
WORD's Generation before the e the 
World. What Man, not quite beſides himſelf, could 
ever ſuſpect, that a wiſe and holy Father ſhould build 
his Faith in the 2 Article of Chriſtianity, upon 
the Verſes of a and Magician (as Zuicker ob- 
ſerves he was) anddepart from the Rule of Apoſtolick 
Doctrine, receiv'd all over the Church, for a reaſon 
of ſo ſmall or no moment? Juſtin never profeſſedly 

otes theſe Verſes, to eſtabliſh his Doctrine of Chriſt's 
Divine Nature. He only commends them in two 
places (if I remember right) viz. in his Parenefis, and his 
Tract of the Monarchy of God: In both which Pla- 
ces he labours only to defend the Unity of God a- 
gainſt the Polytheiſm of the Pagans. And in the for- 
mer of theſe, he makes a Remark or two upon theſe 
Verſes concerning the Word of the Father, but with- 
out the leaſt Intimation that he learned the Doctrine 
of the Son's Generation from Orpheus: On the con- 
trary, he expreſly affirms, that the Poet bimſelf had 
it from the ſacred Writings of the Old Tee 
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His Words are theſe: Aden the Poice, he ſtyles here 
Ng, the WORD of God, by which Heaven and Earth, 
and every Creature was made, as we are taught by the di- 
vine Prophecies of inſpir'd Men : By which this Author, 
while be ſiudy'd in Egypt, came in ſome Meaſure to un- 
 derftand, that all things were created by the WORD of God. 
Who can read this, and not be amazed at Zuicker”s 
Impudence, in affirming, © That Jufin, with almoſt 
< all that follow'd him, refers to Orphens's Verſes, as 
a Divine Foundation for the Doctrine of Chriſt's 
* Divine Nature?“ But *tis time to have done with 
ſuch wretched Stuff as this: The bare Repetition 
is a ſufficient Confutation of it. | 
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That Juſtin did not learn bis Doctrine of the A5 O, or 
WV ORD, in Plato's School. 8 

F TER a due Examination, and Confuta- 


tion, of Zuicker's chief Reaſons which 
might induce Juſtin to believe and teach 
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the Divinity of Chriſt; let us now weigh 
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| thoſe leſs principal Motives and Argu- 
ments, which he urges to prove the ſame thing: 
Not doubting but, 3 we have routed his main 
Body, we ſhall deal well enough with his Reſerves. 
His Arguments of this Claſs are Four: 1. The Fa- 
ther s Affection for the Platonick Philoſophy. 2. The tin- 
ure of Paganiſm not worn quite out of his Mind. 3. The 
Cuſtom of enrolling Excellent Meu in the number of the 


Gods. 4. The Dread and Horror of worſhipping a meer 


Man. | 25 
© I. But before I come to a particular Diſcuſſion of 
theſe ſorry Figments, I ſhall obſerve in general, that 
this Zuicter (after all his Triumphs for gaining his 
Cauſe) is diffident and uncertain how to bring in the 
Doctrine of Chriſt's Divinity into the Church, ex- 
eluſive of the Scriptures and Preaching of the Apo- 
ſtles. For if he had been ſure of any one Argument 


ro 
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o prove his Point clearly, how came he to hammer 
out, ſo many, ſo deſtructive of one another, as will 
be ſeen hereafter ? For, Firf, He deriyes this Ca- 
tholick Doctrine of the Son's Divinity, from the 
School of Simon Magus; and in this airy Caſtle he 
ſeems to place his gr Strength. But not thinking 
himſelf fafe Fong here, he finds out another ſtart- 
ing-Hole, pretending, that the Simonians had forg'd 
certain Verſes under the Name' of Orpheus, which 
led Juſtin, and the whole Church after him, into this 
Miſtake about the Son's Divinity. A monſtrous piece 
of Abſurdity.! And therefore for fear. it ſhould fail 
him, he calls in a whole Quaternion of other Argu- 
ments to the Support of his deſperate -Cauſe. And 
now he triumphs and glories that the Diſpute is at an 
end, and a plain — made, whenee the Do- 
ctrine of Chriſt's new Production, and conſequently a 
new Chriſt, had its Original. But ſtill he. is not ſo 
ſure as he would be; and therefore, after all his 
Flouriſhes, he puts an Et cetera, that if they ſhould 
not ſatisfie, he may have room to coin new ones, or 
the Reader may be left to imagine more. The ſhort 
of the Buſineſs is this: Zuicker was reſolv'd, at any 
rate, to reject the Doctrine of the Son's Divinity, as 
abſurd and contrary to Reaſon. This is what he all 
along pretends to, but never performs. . To fupport 
this f potheſis, he would fetch the Doctrine from 
any other Fountain, rather than allow it to be taught 
by the Apoſtles in the firſt planting of Churches and 
preaching of the Goſpel. _ But tis now time to try 
the Strength of each Argument by it ſelf. 
2. The firſt Reaſon (ſays Zuicker) that mov'd Ju- 
© tin and his Followers to teach the Divinity of Chriſt, 

was their Love and Study of the Platonick Philoſophy.” 
By which Words this Heretick would infinuare, that 
the Father, after his Converſion to Chriſtianity, had 
ſtill ſuch a regard for the Notions of his old Maſter 
Plato, in whole School he was bred, that he accom» 
modated to the Chriftian Scheme, what he had read 
in him of the A7 , or Word, and ſo corrupted the 
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* of the Goſpel Philoſophy. It i 
del. he cen Oo 0 Flt our Den Pla 
toni ſin, Platoni m bas ſpoil'd the true Apoſtolict Doctrine. 
55 T am confident, that Zuicker, and the reſt who 
entertain ſuch an unywarthy Opinion of this incom- 
able. Man (whom Photius has honour'd with this 
Nen Encomium, That he was near the Apoſtles both 
Time gud Merits) are either meer Strangers to what 
b has Written, or of deal with the Venerable Fa- 
her coptrary to all Rules of Charity and Juſtice. 
or 2 Fa. boy 19 85 and zealouſly doth this 
njur'd Man at having learn'd Chriſt, he 
F 3 Fei en DN 93 of Platqniſm, and all other Sects 
ophy, and deyoxed himſelf wholly to oY 

auch * the Nauf 75 1 . ? Read his incom 

ue ag with Auen e Jew; near the ſ be 
wing of 1 hich he _— fles, That before he by 
Cars 4 hs he was à great Admirer of the Pla- 
— P but at the ſame time he calls him- 

EE 


6 Foal oing. Hear his own Words: In this 

bt to 4 Iy my ſelf to. the Men of the Pla- 

evi mays whoſe gion was very great, Here- 
* f 88 erſajion-with 4 Fellew-Citizen, 4 

of great; rudence, and an excellent Philoſopher, 205 


wa came cou bj 5 not lon bees under him 4 improved, 


and made good Progreſs every Day. { was e 
pleaſed with the Nation of Incorf real things, and by the 

100 of _1deas,.. my Mind ſoar's. aloft, as it were upon 
Wings x. /a thas-in a ſhark lime I neckon'd I was grown 
ery Wile, and, footſoly atter'd my ſelf, that I ſhould 

peedily attain, to a, clear Underſiandin of; the Deity., A 
little after he tells the Reafons. which, brought him 
off from, Platoniſm to JAMty, in a ſtudy d Dia- 
12s ſuppoſe, where he 5 in a venerable 

| „ Who, came to him in olitude, and diſ- 
courſed with him. When Jain urg d the Authori- 
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4 2 den IL: 5 STI EH 3.38; 
againſt the Truth, the old Man anſwel d: “ I am 
not concern'd at What Plato, or Pythagaas, or 
« of the reſt, who hold that Opinion, ſay: the Tr 
&« ſays ſo and ſo.” And when Fuſftiy demanded ; 
&« What Guide ſhall, a Man chule to follow, if theſe 
« Men are not in the right?” The old Man te- 
ply'd : “ Many Ages ago, and much before the times 
ec of theſe Philoſophers, there lived certain holy and 
« juſt Men, Perſons of great Piety, whe, ſpoke by 
e the, Inſpiration of the Holy Spirit, and, feretold 
« Things which are fince come to paſs; they call 
them Prophets: Theſe only had a clear Percepti- 
« on of Truth, and convey'd the Knowledge: of it 
« to Men. Much more to the ſame purpoſe is ſaid 
by the venerable old Man, which deſerves your pe- 
ruſal. How Jaſtin was affected with his Diſcourſe, 
he tells us himfelf.. “ preſently found my ſelf in- 
« flam d with the Love of thoſe Prophets and Holy 
Men who were ſo dear to Chriſt. . And often run- 
6 ning oer his Diſcourſe in my Thoughts, I pereei- 
cc — that this was the only ſafe and uſeful Philoſo- 
ce phy. In this manner, and by theſe means I be- 
« came a Philoſopher. We ſee then that Juſtias 
on for the Platanict Philoſophy cpol'd, 22 
his Inſtruction in Heavenly Wiſdom; and a new Zeal 
Ran Scriptures warm'd the Heart of this 
oly Man. t ils ib id 
Bs ! With what abundant Care this Holy Man che- 
a wee rhe Fires i evident from his We 
tings in which he always ſpeaks great Things of the 
1 Scriptures, —— them much > Hm the 
beſt Human Philoſophy, appealing to them on all oe- 
caſions, and ſtrenuoully maintaining, that all Divine 
Truth is to he found in them alone. Very obſetva- 
ble are his Words in his Exhortation to the Greeks, 
not far from the beginning. After he has largely 
proved, that nothing certain can be known or lear 
ned of Divine Things, from the Writings of any Sect 
of Philoſophers, he concludes thus: * Now then, 
G 2 4 ſince 
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A. Nie a e dccquat of the ... 
ct ſince tis plain, that the beſt of your Philoſpphers 
* reach not amy Truth of Religion, but rather give 


„ vou A Proof of their Tgnorance, by differing one 


« from another; I think it remains, that we return 
e to our Fore-Fathers, who'liv'd many Mears before 


(c your Doctors, and taught nothing of their own 


c Coneeits or Fancies; nor claſh'd with or contra- 
c died one another; but free from the Biaſs of 
Parties and 4 ſpoke as they were taught 
of God. Fon it is not poſhble to come to the 
Knowledge of ſuch ſublime and divine Matters, by 
the Light of Nature, or the Strength of Human 
% KReaſon; but only by that free and gracious Gift, 
e which was imparted from on High to theſe Holy 
„Men.“ What could be ſaid more clearly or fully 
to our purpoſe? Juſtin's Aſſertion is, That the Pa- 
En Philoſophers contribute nothing to the right 
Knowledge of Divine Things; and therefore in our 
'Enquiries hereabout, we muſt ever have recourſe to 
the inſpir'd Servants of God: Is it then to be ima- 
Lined, that he would take his Doctrine of the Deity 
And Perſons of the Bleſſed Trinity, which is the moſ 
ſublime Myſtery in Religion, from the Writings of 
Platomiſis, or any other Sect of Philoſophers? But 
he plainly directs, in another place, That in all Reli- 
gious Enquiries, the Scriptures are our only Guide; 
that all our Light is to be ferch'd from thence, that 
their Words are often to be inculcated, and that 
things cannot poſſibly be declared more truly than 
they have deelar'd them. His Words, in his Dia- 
logue with © 77ypho, are to this effect: Þ © You 
© may ſooner turn the Sun, Moon and Stars out of 
their ſettled Courſes, or diſpute a Mathematician 
* out of his moſt allow'd Principles, than beat a 
< found Chriſtian from the fundamental and ſacred 
Rule of his Profeſſion, the Holy Scriptures.” Can 
it now enter into any Man's Head to ſuſpect, that 
Juſtin would depart from the Scripture in the funda- 
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mental Doctrine of Chriſtianity, or introduce a new 
Notion of Chriſt, and Gems wen a new Chriſt,” as 
Zuitker dares affirm, againſt the true Senſe of the 
Scriptures, and the Faith which the Apoſtles had e- 
ſtabliſhed in all the Churches before his time? 
4. But what if che good Father by a prophetick Spi- 
rit foreſaw, and «guardedgagainft this very Calumny 
which Zuicker faſtens Upon him, in ſuch words as 
ſcem to be purpoſelydefign'd for it? Thus he expreſſ- 
ly teaches in more than one plates Fhat the | Chriſtil 
an Doctrine of theX5yec or WORD; however like the 
Platonick, was never derived from it; bur rather that 
Plato was a Debtor to the Ancient Church: of God; 
(to which this Doctrine was in forme meaſure reveal d) 
for whatever he writ well on this Subject. See what 
he ſays in his firſt Apology, Page yr. but more fully 
in his Second to Antoninus not far from the “ end; 
where after he has ſaid, That Plato had learn'd how 
the World was made by the W ORD of God, and 
that he was not wholly ignorant of the Holy Spirit, 
the Third Perſon in the Deity, he adds, “ We 
&« don't follow others in theſe Opinions; but they 
cc all have borrowed from us. For Men of our Pro- 
& feſſion may hear and learn theſe things, ' tho” they 
don't know a fingle-Letterz*tho' they are Idiots 
cc and Barbariant in their Speech, yet may they have 
“ an underſtanding! and believi Gn tho” they 
c are weak ſighted or blind, yet they may know them. 
<« So that tis plain, theſe things are not of Man's In- 
te vention, but are taught by the Power of God. 
This one Paſſage of Juſtin is e throw down 
all that heap of Conjectures which Zuicker' has amaſ- 
ſed together, for here he ſolemnly declares, 1. That 
the Doctrine of the World's Creation by the WORD, 
was not fetcht from the Platonieł writings, neither 
by himſelf, nor by any other Chriſtian; but that Pla- 
to rather tranſcribed it from the facred Books of the 
Old Teſtament. 2. The ſame thing he declares and 
defends before the Emperor and Ezhnicks, not as his own 
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LHR NS. as the Faith and Perfwaſion of 
all the Chriſtian World. Nay, he makes it appear, 
that the adorable Myſteries of the Trinity were ſo 
generally known 5 Chriſtians, chat the ignorant 
and who could not read the Alphabet, 
could ſpeak of them more g vinely and den than 
lato Fills Then h&very-rightly concludes, 
we this Doctrine was not. ta 
ddom, not by the 2 of Platoniſts, much leſs 
by the Dreams * BY worſt of Heteticks, but by the 
ower of God, 3.4. by the inſpired Writings and Mi- 
niſtry of the- poten in all the Churches. Upon the 
whole matter it ap that Jiſſin had the ſame 
Opinion of the Zin 1 Philoſophy as Tertullian, and all 
= old Catholick Chriſtians — Admirable are Tertul- 
lien's Words on this occaſion, in his Book againſt 
icks, Chap. 7. 8. St. Paul writing to the Co- 
« lo — rh Ch. Z. b. 8. gives this caution againſt Phi- 
& ſofephy. Betnane ia, amp Man ſpoil you through Pbi- 
4e. lo/ophy- an ain deceit, after tbe tradition of Meir, &c. 
L He had been at Athens, and found by his Diſputes 
there, that this human Wiſdom is apt to corrupt the 
« Truth, being it ſelf divided into various Sects which 
0 are repugnant to one another: What then has A. 
* thens to do with Jeraſalem? The Academy with the 
6 Church? The:Dogmarift with: the Chriſtian? Our 
School is Solomon's Porch, who teaches us to ſeek 
« the Lord in ſingleneſs of Heart. Let thoſe look 
2 to it, who have hatch'd us up a Stoical, Platonick, 
ical Chriſtianity, We need no curious ſearch- 
the Go Chriſt Jeſas, nor diſcoveries further than 
« the ſpal,” Wien we once believe, we want no 
| (9.4 161: 

— now it is nor dete to diſpure the > 
— which has much — the Wits of ſome 
learned Men, via. whether Plato's Notionof the Lo- 
$05 be conſonant to the ſentiments of Juſtin and others 
of the ſame Petſwaſion? He that would know more, 
may conſult Caſaubon's Exercit. ad Apparat. Baron. p. 


I. and his Antagoniſt Peter Lanſelins, This is 7 
that 


— mhan by human 
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that the difference between Plazo's and Zufin's Opinis 
on is ſo great, that the latter could not borrow from 
the former. Juſtin ſays plainly 11 the Place above- 
mentioned). that Plato faw that Myſtery. but obſcure- 
ly, and in ſome part only. n 

6. To conclude this 8 Zuicker had the ſamo 
Grounds to think, that Juſtin borrow'd his Doctrine 
of the Logos from Plati's Schgol, as Amelius the Pla- 
tonick Philoſopher had of old to complain, when he 
read the firſt Verſes of St. Zokn's Golpel, that the 
Evangeliſt had adopted the Secrets of Platoniſm for 
the Myſteries of his Religion, by. making the Word 
of God the firſt Principle of Mt Things. And there 
was lately one of our Egli Unitarians,. who plainly 
hinted, that St. John's Doctrine, in the beginning of 
his Goſpel, was drawn out of the Platonick Cilterns, 
This was the Author of The Hiftoricat Findication. of 
a Pampblet call d, The NAKED GOSPEL. In his 
Epiſtle to the Reader, he none itterly againſt 
« thoſe who have corrupted the plain and original Pu · 
« rity of the er with the Ceremonies and vain 
« Philoſophy of the Pagans, and bave obtruded Plato- 
« nick Enthuſiaſm upon the World, for Faith, My- 
« ſtery, and Revelation. No bedy can be ſo dull 
as not to perceive that he ſtrikes here at the Doctrine 
of the bleſſed Trinity, received and held in the Ca- 
tholick Church. In his Book he cndeavours to ſhew, 
by what Means this vain Philoſophy, this Platonick 
Enthuſiaſm firſt ſtole into the Jewiſh, and then into 
the Chriſtian Church. He fays, * the eus who 
were diſperſt in Egypt and Syria, firſt learn'd the Pla- 
ronick Philoſophy, which was imported from Greece 
into thoſe Countries : That the main Principles of this 
Philoſophy were two; one concerning the Pre-ex- 
iſtence of Souls; another concerning a Divine Fri- 
nity; and that theſe two Principles, were afterwards 
the current Doctrine of the Jewiſſ Church. In the 
next Page he has theſe expreſs Words; T © Such 
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& were the Opinions of the Jews in the Times of 
& our Saviour and his Apoſtles; and hence it might 
c be, as the Learned obſerve, that ſeveral Platonick 
«© Phraſes and Expreſſions occur in the new Teſtament, 
4 eſpecially .in St. John's Goſpel. Tis well known 
& that Amelius, a Platonick Og; upon reading 
& the beginning of this Goſpel, cry'd out, The Authour 
& ſpoke like bis Raſter Pllto. He might have ſaid, Ex- 
& .a&ly according to his Principles: In the beginni 

«'Reaſon was with God, and was God: It 4, 


c which made all Things; it is this which is the Life 


4 and Light of Men, &:. ” Upon comparing theſe 
Paſſages, it appears to have been this Author's Opi- 
nion, that this Doctrine of St. Tobhn was not given by 
Divine Inſpiration, but flow'd from the yain Philoſo- 
| ply of the Pagans, and favours of Platonick Enthu- 

aim. Juſtly may we cry out in the Words of St. 
Polycarp, Good God, to what Times. haſt thou reſerved us, 
that we ſhould ſuffer this ! But this Scribler betrays his 
Ignotance as well as Impiety, in ſaying. that the anci- 
ent Jews in their Diſperſion, were taught the Myſtc- 
ry of the Sacred Trinity by Platonicks; whereas the 
contrary is certain, That Plato learn'd what he writes 


of that Myſtery from the ancient Jews. The old 


Teſtament, which was writ long before Plato, has 


clear Traces of this Myſtery, : as Juſtin Martyr has 
obſerv*d. He that would ſee. more of this, may pe- 
ruſe the learned Dr. , Alix's Judgment of the ancient 


Jewiſh Church againſt the Unitarians. 
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M MOAT. VI. x 05 
That Juſtin bad not the leaſt Inclination to Paganiſm or 
p Polyth eiſm. That the Argument which he, and other 
ancient Fathers, urge for Chriſt's Divinity, from the Di- 
vine Worſbip which the Scriptures allow him, is moſt 


. Invincible. 


RR U1CKE R's other three Objections, Rill 
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8 2 to be anſwer d, may be reduced to two, 
* i y 

0 £ 8 thus; The Impreſſions which Pagani/m or 

ESSE Polytbey/m, and the cuſtom of Deifying 

— excellent Men, had left upon Juſtin, may 

be put into one; and the religious Dread of 2 
a meer Man, may make the other. As to the firſt, 
I am amazed at the Objector's unparallel'd Impu- 
dence, if he was at all acquainted with this Father's 

Writings. Pray read his Exhortation to the Greeks, 
his two Apologies, and his Book of the Monarchy of 
God. With what variety and ſtrength of Arguments 
doth he oppoſe the Polytheiſm of the Gentiles? And 
conſidering what a great Doctor he was of the Chri- 
ſtian Church, what a brave Champion and Martyr > 
"punk Pagan Impieties, who can imagine that the 
rſt Leſſon of the Goſpel (learnt by every Child and 
new Beginner) concerning one God, ſhould be un- 
known to him; or that he ſhould ſtick ſtill in the 
Mire of Heathen Superſtition? - 
1. The ſecond Objection (which is the laſt Pro- 
duct of the Heretick's diſtemper'd Brain) is a flat 
Contradiction to the firſt. For certainly, to be in 
love with the Cuſtom of Deifying Men, and yet bo 
afraid to worſhip a meer Man, are two Things that 
can never be reconciled. But to be more particular a 
in diſcuſſing this Objection; we will agree with Zuic- 
ter, that Juſtin and other Fathers were induced to 
acknowledge Chriſt's Divine Nature, by this Argu- 
ment among others, that the Holy Scriptures every- - 
where, 1 in expreſs Words, aſſign him religious 
Adoration and Worſhip. 1 will the oe 


— 
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tick gain by this Conceſſion? Nothing at all. For 
truly religious Adoration and Worſhip was never al- 
low'd to any, the moſt- excellent Creature, bur only 
to God. This Reaſon dictates, and the concurrent Voice 
of Scripture declares. And here, with the Reader's 
leave, T will draw out this Argument of the Fathers 
to g greater length, both to make good my Promile, 
and becauſe it ſtrikes to the very Heart of Socinianiſin, 
and entirely confutes it. 


2. Firſt chen, we have the expreſs Precept of f X 
himſelf, Deut. 6. 13. and 10. 20. repeated by our ga- 
viour, Matt. 4. 10. "Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy 


God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. Where the exclu- 
five Particle only, appropriates divine Worſhip to our 
Lord God, and utterly excludes every Creature from 
the leaſt Share in it. Here the ＋ Socimans diſtinguiſh ; 
That theſe Particles, only, &c. when join'd with 
God, never abſolutely exclude thoſe who depend 
« upon him in the thing ſpoken of. Thus God is 
« ſaid to be the only Wiſe, the only Powerful, 1 
* only Immortal; and yet others are Partakers of 
% Wiſdom, Power, and Immortality. So that here, 
« when it is ſaid, God only is to be worſhipped and 
« invocated, we muſt not abſolutely except, but ra- 
ce ther underſtand him to be included, who hath a 
« Relation to God on Account of that divine Sove- 


4 reignty which he hath given him over all things.” 


But firſt, who gave theſe confident Men Authority 
to make Exceptions, where the Law of God hath 


made none? The Law is abſolute, that divine Wor- | 


ſhip ſhall be given to God only. And their inſtancing 
in theſe Scriptures which call God only Wiſe, Sc. 
without excluding others from a Participation of 
Wiſdom, is ſophiltical For every Creature hath but. 
a Share and kind of Wiſdom ſuited to his Nature, and 
is abſolutely excluded from that which is divine, which 
is peculiar to God alone. Fuſt ſo, when the Scrip- 
ture ſays, God only ſhall be honoured and worſhip- 
ed, this doth not exclude others from that Honour 


and, 
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and Worſhip which is proper for their Nature and 
Condition; bur it certainly excludes them every ont 
entirely and abſolutely from divine Worſhip; or that 
which properly belongs to God: 2. This Anſwer 
ſuppoſes, that divine Sovereignty over all things m 
be conferr'd on a meer Creature; which is certai 
moſt falſe: For by the divine Sovereignty, over 
things, Men of ſound Brains under that inſinit 
Power, by which God created all things, by Which 
Ny governs 4nd 223 them in their proper State: 
And alſo that Right and Dominion of God, conſe- 
quent upon the former Power, whereby every Crea- 
ture is held ſubject to him, and every rational Crea- 
ture is bound to ſubmit himſelf witch all his Faculties 
to God, and reſign himſelf to be diſpoſed of in ſuch 
4 manner as ſhall tend moſt to God's Glory, and his own 
greater good. Nothing leſs than ſuch a 711%. 5 
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can be the Adequate Foundation of divine W 
ut that ſuch a divine Power over e never 
belong to a meer Creature, is a ſelf· evident Truth. 
If then divine Worſhip muſt be given to none but 
him alone who is inveſted. with the divine Sovercigr- 
ty over all things (as indeed it. muſt not) it will ne- 
ceſſarily follow, that ſuch Worſhip muſt be given to 
none but God, as it is expreſly provided by the fore 
M N 
3. Secondly, St. Paul charges it upon the Galatians 
as their great Fault, that formerly, I ben they knew 
not God, they worſhipped thoſe which by nature were no 
Gods, Gal. 4. 8. a plain Text for limiting divine Wor- 


| ſhip to the divine Nature alone; For that which was 


the greateſt Fault of the unconverted Galatians, can 
never be lawful for, much leſs the prime Duty of, a 
Chriſtian walking in the Light of the Goſpel: What 
Crellius ſays to this Text, is very ridiculous : Chriſtian 
Ethicks, Book 3, Chap: 2. {© ft-appeare-lidin hence, 


& why Pau objects this as a Fault the Galatians were 
&* once guilty: of, That when- they knew not God, 
NA 2 they 


— 
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they did Service unto them which by Nature were 
"= no Gods; 3 at that tne of the 8 8 
Ignorance. th w none to be the true God, but 
Bim that os futh by Nature; and therefore every 
one who at that time worſhipped him, (eſpecially 
& as the immediate Object of divine Worſhip) who 
& Nature was no God, was on that Account a 
„ Worſhipper of a falſe God.” But who can ima- 
ine that ſuch a Thought could ever enter into 
t. Pauls Heart, when he writ this to the Galatians? 
Beſides the Impoſſibility of . one can 
be a true God, who by Nature is no God, as the So- 
cinians abſurdly maintain. e, e edt. 
4. But much for our Purpoſe is that famous Text 
Rev. 19. 10. where the Angel thus prevents St. Jobn, 
who as fallen down to worſhip him: See thou do it 
not: I am thy fellow=ſervant, and of thy Brethren that 
baue the Teſtimony of Feſus: Worſhip God. Here the 
Angel rejects the Worſhip offer'd him by St. John, 
for two Reaſons. 1. Becauſe they were Fellow. er. 
vants; as if he had ſaĩd; None of God's Servants can 
have à right to the Worſhip due to their Maſter, 
Now I am God's Servant as well as you, tho' in 3 
higher Station, therefore you muſt not by any Means 
adore me with divine Worſhip. This Argument holds 
equally good againſt every Creature, ſince there can 
be no — however eminent and honourable, 
who is not the Servant of God as well as other Crea- 
tures. Therefore if Chriſt be a meer Creature, tis 
utterly unlawful to worſhip him as God. Grotius, I 
know, was af Opinion, that the Worſhip offer'd by 
St. John, and refuſed by the Angel, was what they 
call Civil Worſhip, given ſometimes to the Prophets 
without Sin; and that the Angel refuſed it, not as 
unlawful, but as unbecoming St John who was then 
in the Execution of his Apoſtolick Office. The 
words of Grotius in his Explication of the Second Com- 
mandment, are theſe: He who forbids Sacrifice 
e and Offerings, doth not prohibit tokens of Reve- 
b* rence, (5c. Fortho' the Angel in the Revelations ac- 
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ce the Apoſſle Bank himſelf, they both being 


<&-topts not of ſuch Honour, it is not becauſe there 
1e Was any thing unlawful in it; but the Angel equals 
ini- 
cc ters of Chriſt, who was now made the * Head of 
& Angels; and the Apoſtolick Function was in no 
c reſpe& inferior to the Angelick, both being or- 
& .dain'd for the Salvation of Men. But Fellow-Of- 
c ficers don't uſe to make their Submiſſions to one 
& anorher in ſuch a way.” But our Learned Coms 
mentator is twice out here in his Judgment. For it 
was not bare civil Reſpect which the Angel declin'd; 
as appears from his 4 „ See thou do it not; which 
Words forbid not only ſomething indecent, but un- 
lawful to be done. His Miſtake ſeems to ariſe from 
not accurately diſtinguiſhing between St. Jobn's Pro- 
ſtration, and his intended Adoration. Vet the Words 
are plain enough: I fell dum at his Feet to worſhip 
him. Where tis manifeſt, that in this Ach of the 
Apoſtle, the end for which he did it, made it culpa- 
ble. For to fall upon the Ground, and at the An- 

el's Feet, was no Fault in it ſelf, ſince Holy Men 
jave often done it to Kings and Prophets, without of- 
fence. But the Apoſtle's fault was this, that he proſtrated 
himſelf at the Angel's feet with a deſign to give him 
religious Veneration, we may: ſay, the Sacrifice of 
Praiſe; for the. joyful News of the Lamb's Marriage. 
The Angel don t ſo much reprehend what St. John had 
done, as forbid what he was going to do; See thou 
do it not. Nor is it more true, that the Angel forbad 
it only in regard of the Apoſtolick Office, ſince it ap- 
pears from a parallel Place, Rev. 22. g. that the Pro- 
ibirion extends to all Chriſtians at all times: See 
than do it not: for Tam thy Fellow-ſervant, and of thy Bre- 
thren the Prophets, and of them which keep the Sayings of 
this Book: Worſhip God. By them that keep the Sayings 
of this Book,aremeant other Chriſtians beſides Prophets 
and therefore it comes after them, as the more general 
Expreſſion. So , Crellius explains the Place. Bur Gro- 
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nus |( contrary to the Reading in all the Greek % 
. Reaſon) omits the Particle rl 


what deſign I know not, except it be to ſerve his 


own Hypotheſis. And ſo much for. the Angel's” firſt 
Reaſon. The ſecond is ſet forth in thefe Words, 
Morſbip God : Which ſeems to be taken from the 
Divine Precept, alledg'd by our Lord, 'Matth. 4. 10. 
Tis evident, the Words are to be underſtood exclu- 
ſively, as if the Angel had ſaid; The Worſhip that 
vou are going to give me is due to God alone; ſeo 
therefore that you render it not to me. Who ſees 


nat; that the Angel's Argument loſes its force with» —. 


out this Senſe? Theſe Texts then, with many o- 
thers which might be added, do fully prove, that 
Divine Worſhip muſt be given to none but God 
1 1 : * 


F. The Sacinian Arguments againſt rhis are of no 
moment. Fft, they object, That Holy Men in the 
Old Feſtament paid Divine Honours to Angels, ſent 
to them in the Name of God, and that without Sin. 
But in my Defence of the Nicene Creed, I have 
r the Opinion of the Fathers to 
have: been, That whenever an Angel is, in Holy 


| Scripture, ſtybd Jehovab, and hononr'd with Divine 


Honours, we are to underſtand, not a meer Angel, 


but the Divine Logos in that Capacity: Which Opi- 
nion contradicts no place of Scripture; and is ſuffici- 


ently confirm d by the Aſſertions of St. Paal. And I 
fay further, that this Opinion is not a little confirm'd 
by thoſe Texts which appropriate Divine Worſhip 
to the true God. And it is, Laſtly, much to the 
Advantage of it, that in all the New Teſtament we 
to whom fuch Worſhip: 
and that 
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Commentary on the Kev, chap. 19. What is the 
& Reaſon, /ays. be, that before the coming of our 
* Saviour, Angels receiv'd Worſhip from Men, but 
c after refus d it? Becauſe they once deſpis d our 
“% Nature, as plac'd below them; but ſince they ſee 
cc ir exalted above them, they are afraid. to find it 
© proſtrate at their Feet, not daring to leſſen that 
« which they worſhip in their Head the Ki 

« of Heaven. The v ſame Argument 
* Crellius has revived in his Chriftian Ethicks. But 
I look upon ſt to be rather ſubtle: than ſolid, as not 
having the leaſt Foundation in the Place that he 
comments upon. On the contrary, the Angel for- 
bids St. John to worſhip him, for Reaſons of perpe- 
tual Truth and Weight, and which equally concern 
the Times both of the Old and New Teſtament: 
Firſt, ſays he, I am thy Fell- Servant: And is not 
the ſame true of the Angels in the Old Teſtament ? 
David ſays, he maketh his Angels Spirits, aud his Mini- 
flers a flaming Fire. So that Angels, as well as Men, 


were then Servants of the moſt high God, tho” in a 


ſuperior: Station of Service; whięh they held after 
our Lord's coming, as appears from many Places of 
the New Teſtament, which clearly ſhew, that a 
more eminent Honour and Reverence is due to them, 


than to any other Mortals; eſpecially 1 Cor. 11. 10. 
1 Tim. 5. 21. ; 


7. The other Reaſon. of the Angel's Refuſal, Ni. 


ſbip God, is clearly to be found in the Old Teſtament, 


and ſeems to be a Tranſcript of the Moſaick Law. 
The whole Matter lies in this ſmall compaſs: When- 
we ſpeak. of the worſhip of Angels, we take worſbip, 
either in a Civil, or Divine Senſe. The Civil is 08 
to Angels now under the Goſpel, on account of their 
ſuperior Power and Dignity above us; the Divine 
was never allow'd them in the Old Teſtament, by 
reaſon. of their infinite diſtance. from the Majeſty of 
God; Hence it was that the Angel who appeared 

5 | to 
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to Manoab, cautionſly declin'd it. 2h thou detain mei 
1 will not eat of thy Bread; aid if thou wilt offer 4 
Burnt-Offering, thou muſt offer it unto” the Lord. As 
much as if he had ſaid; There are two Reaſons for 
offering Meat; one, to ſatisfie Hunger; the other, 
to pleaſe God by Sacrifice: In the firſt way I have 
no need of it; in the ſecond I may not accept it; for 
Sacrifice belongs only to God. of #%a 
8. What then ſhall we ſay to the pom from 
the Old Teſtament? The Anſwer is eaſie, if we will 
be determin'd by the Fathers. For their Doctrine is, 
that under the Old Teſtament, the Logos or Son o 
God, who is ſtiled the Angel of the Covenant, did 
either by Angels, or in ſuch appearances as Angels aſ- 
ſum'd, frequently converſe with'Holy Men, and was 
worſhipped by them with thoſe Divine Honours to 
Which he had a juſt right. Now theſe Appearances, 
which were Preludes to the Incarnation of the Son 
of God, did with reaſon ceaſe after he was made 


Man: for when the Subſtance” was exhibited, what 
further need was there of Shadows? This one Argu- 


ment of the Fathers weighs more with me, than all 


the Shifts and Conjectures of modern Commentators. 
But to let moe all Conjectures whatever, This is 


certain, andallow'd by our very Opponents, That tru- 


ly divine Worſhip, ſuch as rhe Scriptures require to 


be paid to our Lord, was never due to Angels, nor 
offer d to them by Holy Men under the Moſaic Law. 
And therefore our Hereticks freely confeſs, that the 
Worſhip which was anciently given to Angels, was quite 
- different from that afſign'd to our Lord in the New Te- 
ſtament. The difference they make is threefold, 1. 
The Patriarchs adored the Angel, by proſtrating them - 
ſelves in his preſence, at the time when he appear'd to 
them: but our Adoration of Chriſt is commanded 
when we don't ſee him, and when (in his human Na- 
ture) he is at a vaſt diſtance, in the higheſt Heavens. 
This is the firſt ſpecial Property of Divine Worſhip; 
and this | Crellius himſelf owns almoſt in the ſame 

wii Words. 

+ Chriſt. Eth. Lib. III. Cap. 6. Pag. 294. vid, Page 77. _..: 
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words. 2. They fay, When an Angel was wofhipped 

of old, it 10 on Account of hib . — t be 
be of God ; ſo that God Was Jeden d. an 8 — by 

y that Worthip, and the Angel 5245 accidentally con- 

cern'd iu it: no more than the Ark of che Copenant, 
towards Which pious Perfons turn d, as to an Emblem 
of the Divine 905 157 they worſhipped God. On 
the contrary, our Lord Jef is Pros 8000 in in Seripture 
as the immediate Objeck of our Worſhip... Which is 
- br that” *" Socinus himſelf grants Chrift to be wor- 
of Divine Honour, and that his Worſſup is in- 
rr in Scrip 5 for very weighty Reaſons,” Rev. 
. — * ngel was Worthip I RE chat 
heap 750 205 5 DN 3. repreſented þ 58 Mar 

e Chih Yell: to be the tua e 

Je out Worthip. Crellius' ihdeed re Non Tis per Kr oth 
ity to the duration of the'World ; | 85 {<< The Fx: 
« cellency of Chris Gyvernynent 1 is, chat it laſts for 
de ever, 4 the Angel fays, Late 1. 33. Fe. as long 
« 2s the Houſe of atob,\and reſent State of Things 


c endures; and till eath; his laſt Enemy ſhall be de- 


& ſtroy d. On which Account all. Men maſt ho- 
& nour the Son as they do the Father; Fob. C. 23. Ge. 
Fg” had ap Eye upon 1 Cor. 1 J. 23. Where Paul 
ſays, The Fon dohen he has ſublicd bis laft Eheim Death, 
ſpall be 5 70 hig Father, and ſball deliver #þ N Ki * 
dom to But, in my Opinion, the beſt Reconciler 
of this Tel ic ſuch 1 an 2 Reg 
to Chn om, is f Peter Martyr. „ To Rei 
py (ys he,) is ſometimes taken for. as much as to 8 
o ut - Mine others, to poſſeſs the higheſt place. 
In this feniſe Chrift ſhall always Reign. But if we 
& rake the word Reign to ſignifie the actual Exerciſe 
«"of the regal Offices, uz. to Fight, to. Defend; 
&*to'Conquer, 6c. Chrift ſhall not always Reign. For 
6 hen We arrive at a ſtate of Perfection, we ſhall 
10 have tio need of theſe Aids. When he came into 
; . 1 eg SHA the 
. a — — —ͤ— — 
* De e 22 iſt. Diſp cam , Chriſtoph Franken, p- 6. | 
Eb. Chriſte Lib. Ill. c. 6+ p. 27 5. Flac, Cn Claſs, 2. C. j. 14s 


C  Biſhap Burr Account; übe Bf 
3 World, he Feder he taught, he died for our 
285 f YE 8 Now k Fon inte A ted fo 
1 5 Mol 28 umminent Evil, he never de- 
5 - Offices. But ab che end 
of lee w a when rath. ſhall, be. no; more, be 

thoſe Offic es, to his K e DENG, 
@ no further ue. Juſt a if a powerful King ſhould fend 
« his only Son with the Command of a ſtrong Arpay, in- 
© to "32+ Province of his Kingdom, diſturbed with Se- 
te ditions, Tumults, and Rebellions z whe when he bath 
“ compoſed the Diſturb and reduced the Ro- 
© bels, returns Victorious, to his F Triumphs, 
and yields the quieted Province into his ands, mak- 


cc ing no further uſe Ge bis Commiſſion or Forces, Cc. 
Bur that Chr; 47 ter he haz deliver q up his Mediatorial 
8 Fa 


Power to hi Fathers | ah not be diveſted of his Ho- 
nour, Power, D l but for ever be 
adored with by all che Saints, Angels, 


and Archa 9 is EX clear Ear Doane of of many Scrip- 
tures: cud Ram. 9. 5. Heb. 13. 21. 1 Pet. 4. 


11. & f. 11. 2 Pet. 3 18. Apoc.. 1. J, G. & . 


1 13... 
% Nos th then, let theſe Herevicks, no longer ſeck to 


prop their, rotten Hypathe/is with the Example of An- 
I in the Old Teſtament, who. perſonating the Ma- 


ſty of God, were Henour'd, with Divine .Worſhip, 

KN of according to their own Confeſſion, ſuch 155 
ſtances do no Service to their Cauſe. * chreefold 
difference before mentioned, will afford as many In- 
vincible Progfs of the Son's Divinity. * the firſt 
we argue thus: He wha hay . in REN is and 
dught to be Worſhipped 2 th, is God. 
. Now. 8 is in Heaven, Fe. The 1 is 
by. our Adverſaties; and the truth of.thePra- 
tion is clear enough, For whoever. is. ſo, Wor- 
ip d, is ſenſible, or. 1 ſenſible. of ſuch; worſhi 
If 54 inſenſible of it, "tis. loſt upon. him: — 

ows it, he is Oraniſcieas and Omnipreſent, and con- 
ſequently God. You'll | den 5 the Conſequence, and 
, He guy know it. by Diving 6 We 
ut 


{ 
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But that I'affirm to be utterly impoſſible. - For ſuck 
Knowledge Gxaceds the Capacity of any created 
Intellect, and ſo no Creature can have it; either 
of himſelſ, or from another. For the illoftrariols ofthis, 
let us inſtarce in the moſt eminent part of Divine 
Worſhip, wir. Invocationg Which is due to Chriſt by 
the undoabtcd Teſtimony of Scripture; for Which fee 
a a 9. My, I4. 22) 16. Nom. 40. 13. 
1 Cor. 1. eff. . , 12, 13. 2 Thefſ. 1 16, 5 
"Tis not poſſible for a Ruman how much ſo+ 
ever illuminated with Divine Light, at once to hear 
and under ſtand the Prayers of fo many Millions, in fo 
many ſeveral and diſtant Places, as are offer d - to 
Jeſus Chriſt the ſame 3 — Day. Our Savi- 
out's Human Soul, in bis ſtave of Exaltation at the 
right Hand of the Father, is Perfect to a very high 
degree; but yet it is not Infinite; fo as vo extend to all 
Places and Perſons, and know the Thoughts of all 
Hearts that Worſhip him at the ſame moment on both 
fides of che Globe. Tis rhe Divine Eye alone, which 
can, at one View, ſee every Thing all over the World. 
The Sboiniant make ſport with that Argument of the 
Papiſts, hich they uſe to defend the Invocation of 
Saints, viz. the Mirrour of the Trinity, wherein the 
Bleſſed perceive every thing that is done upon Earth, 
and know the moſt ſecret Thoughts of our Hearts. 
But while the — at others; they make themſelves 
ridiculous to all wife Men, ſo long as they pretend to 
invocate Chriſt under the Notion of a meer Man, 
whoſe Human Soul is render d Omniſcient by the 
Communication of the wag For if ſuch Omni» 
ſeience be communicated to the Human Soul of Chriſt 
by Divine Revelation, no good Reaſon can be affign'd, 
why the Souls of the Saints ſhould not know every 
thing by the ſame Means, and conſequently be as 
much Partakers of Omniſcience. And therefore; in 
ſpite of theſe Hereticks, Novatian's A ent for the 

odhend ef the Son, will ever hold moſt true and 
undeniable; * That if Chriſt be a meer Man, how is he 
| N * 
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Preſant to all that call upon him? Since tis at Attributes 
not of the; Human, hu Diving Nature, 10 be: preſent in 
Hen eee on ot bane” „ 180 
10. This Argument ſo confounded Socinus, and ahrea- 
ten'd the Ruin of his Hereſie concerning the one Human 
Nature in Chriſt, that he was driven to aſſert, That 
no Chriſtian is obliged; by any Divine -Precepr, to 
call upon Jeſus Chriſt in his Prayers. His words in 
an Epiſtle to Radecius, are theſe: „ Here firſt he 
< confounds Adoration with Invocation, Which are 
diſtinct Things; ſo diſtinct; that tho Ii doubt not 
et hut we ard commanded to Adore Chriſt, and would 
% oven it our Duty, tho“ there were no Gommand 
44 for it, yet I cannot ſay the ſame of Inxpcating 
him, becauſe Invocation * the addreſſing our 
© Prayes to him for Help. For I t We may 
<< lawfully put up direct Prayers to Chriſt; but there 
« is nothing which obliges us ſo to do. And in his 
Anſwer to Francis David: % We may Invocate our 
6 Lord. Ohriſt, but we are under no Obligation ſo to 
& do. But in his Diſputation with Nanlen, he 
has broader Blaſphemy, & If any Man's Faith be ſo 
. ſtrong, that he dare always apply directly to God, 
4% he* has no need to call upon Jefus Chriſt.” This 
is the Doctrine of Socinus. But 1. If Nadecius con- 
founded Adoration with Invocation, Socinus diſtin» 
guiſhes them with too much Nicety. For all Men 
grant, that Invocation is the chief and moſt eſſen- 
tion part of Divine Adoration, and for that Rea- 
ſon is often taken in Scripture for the whole Worſhip 
of God. For my part, I cannot conceive what Di- 
vine Worſhip that Man gives to Chriſt, who denies 
Invocation to be due to him. 2. That Aſſertion; 
« We may Invocate Chriſt, but we are not bound to 
& do it, is what J can by no means comprehend. 
For Task, Is there a Command in Scripture for Invo- 
2 Chriſt, or is there not? If there be, then it is 
our Duty, and we are obliged. to Invocate Mun, If 
44 ag a) & 9». 3 Ps) don PS | ti ere 
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there he none, certainly we cann t do it wath 

Sm; unleſs re RR ; Invocation («1 prog PA 15 

Ying — RnRee) ſo much in-our Power, th 8 A 7 
dreſs it ro whom, we think fit. 7 I 


The” 28 Holy ea don't com 
hriſt, yet SR Forma, 125 Hut s as ſu . 


— — he is derer g end Ir ny 
cation, and -may, A. ore be a y inyocated F 
ask, What are theſe tufficient 00 Perh 
ſay; It appears from Holy de that aps you 
22. 55 Love for us, and that he is Omniſcient, 
ine. that he knows. all; our Wants, 5 7 715 and tem- 
„that 2 perfectly {ces the inmoſt Thoughts and 
atentions of 10 Hearts, and therefore knows with 
what Zeal and Affection we call upon him, Rev. 2.23. 
1 5 that he is Qmnipotent, ſo as to be able to ps. 
om all Eyils and Dangers how great ſoeyer, an and 
EW ys us with, 1 things which we land in 
— d of, Phil. 5 210 wy anſwer, doubtleſs He pr 
neceſſary Qualifications to make one a fit Object 
2 vocation. But 1. Theſe Aer ibutcs 72 
Divine Ante 'where-ever they are found, and c: 
_ velqng rg a, meer S or any created eing 
And . ocinus his heßs concerning the one 
humane Nature in Chriſt, is 1 5 by this very Con- 
ceſſion, That he is a proper Object of divine Invoca- 
tion. But this Argument has a further Force in it. 
For J ask; Are theſę Perfections (aſcribed to Chriſt by 
the ſacred Scriptures, whereby he becomes a due Ob- 
ject of divine Invocation) ſuch as give him a Rig ht to 
it, or not? If you anſwer in the Affirmative, the un- 
avoidable Conſequence will be, that Chriſt not only 
may, but muſt be invocated: For ſurely we are bound 
to do every one Right, but Chriſt more eſpecially. 
But if you deny it, then it will follow, that Chriſt 
cannot lawfully be invocated by us; for we cannot 
without Sin preſent. any divine Worship, much leſs 
Invocation, to one ho hath no Right to it. So in- 
onſiſtent is that Aſſertion; © We may invocate our 
** Saviour Chrilt, but We are not bound to do it.“ 
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ve m Peril of our. Salvation, . call 


ard in Whom many, of the 4 
Di n ht fa der be 
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the moſt er oh al other e our Ne- 
ceſſities being ſuch, chat we muſt often, call upon our 
8 an bag beg Rant blp ws the not doing this, 
wning. him to be 2. Invocation. is more 
10 taken for Prayer; and that again has ſome- 
times a 4 ſometimes a more limited Significatis 
24 Larger, when it comprehends Thankſgiving z 
which ſee Examples, Lale 18. 10, 11. Als 3. K, 
16. 13. Phil. 1. 3, 4. the Reaſon is, becauſe Prayer 


and 'Fhankſgiving uſually go together. 2 More li 
mited, ps 155 taken for the 8 


thing, or ſupplicating the divine Fayour. . Ne fir 
Seu in in my Opinion, is moſt natural in this Place 3 
Tho' either of them will make good my Argy 
which, I-deduce from the ext. But, O bleſſed je- 
ſus! To What Times haſt thou reſerved us, that fuck 
horrid Blaſphemy ſhould be ſuffer d againſt, thy Holy 
Name? Who can, without” Tears, hear it: a * 


veniby thoſe w hey geenend. 2p 32 open; at no 


Man is bound to his Frayers to _ nd mn 
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the Hereti 
to Chriſt, but that we are not abſolutely 
bound to do it, only in certain Caſes; as, nõt to make 


an unneceſſary Schiſm from others "who do it; 


when Edification 
Brethren will be apt to ſuſpect (as they well may) 
that our 2 of it, is a diſowning the Worſhip of 


Chriſt: Or laftl 
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when the Spirit moves us, 7. e. 
cy leads us, and we think fit to 


wait 


to offer up his Prayers to Chriſt? Oh, the Reaſon 


is clear: He may 


chance to ſpend 


his Breath in 


vain; 5 


it being wholly uncertain at what time the Man 
to our Requeſts, or when it is that 
they are made known to him by Divine Revelation; 


Chriſt is privy 


and therefore in ſo very 


doubtful a Caſe, we cannot 


be ſafe without the ſpecial Guidance of the Spirit. 
Good God! What a deep Myftery of Iniquity? is this 


Keie en ? 
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reticks we have to deal with. I now proceed to the 
ſecond Difference which Crellius lays down; in order 
to build another Argument upon it for the Son's Di- 
vinity. He who for his own fake ought to be ho- 
noured with Divine Honour, and is worthy of Di- 
vine Worſhip, muſt needs be truly and by Nature 
God. But ſo is Chriſt to be worſhipped, as the 
Scripture plainly affirms, and our Adverſaries confeſs : 
Therefore Chriſt is truly and; by Nature God. The 
Propoſition is moſt caſify proved; thus. None can 
deſerve Divine Honour, who is not Owner of Di- 
vine and Infinite Dignity and Excellence (for ſuch 
Excellence is the only Foundation of Divine Wor- 
ſhip.) Bur Divine and Infinite Dignity and. Excel- 
lence can belong only to God; (the Creature bein 
Finite, and unable to contain any thing that is Infi- 
nite.) Therefore he who deſerves to be ſo honour'd, 
is truly and by Nature God. The Weight of this 
Argument appears from the Diſputation of F. Socinus 
with Chriſtian Franken, concerning the Honour due 
to Chriſt; where you may ſee the diſtreſſed Heretick 
ſtrangely bewilder'd and put to his ſhifts with this 
Syllogiſm. Franken was a Diſciple of Socinus, and 
held with him, that Chriſt was a meer Man; but he 
carry'd his Maſter's Hypotheſis further than he inten- 
_ ded; concluding, (by a neceſſary Conſequence) that 
no Religious or Divine Worſhip was due to Chrift. 
Upon this Point Socinus and he had a ſolemn Diſpu- 
tation, in the Hall of Chriftopher Paulicovius, March 
14. t584. Franten's main Argument was this: 
« So great as the diſtance is between the Creator 
c and the Creature, ſo great ſhould the difference 
& be between the Honour exhibited to them. But 
« the diſtance between them is the " + nay that can 
“ be; whether you conſider their Eſſence and Na- 
“ ture, or their Dignity and Excellence: Therefore 
& there ought to be the greateſt difference between 
the Honour paid to _ and that given to the 
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“ Creature. Now the great Honour due to God, is 
Religious Adoration: Therefore this ought not 
« to be given to any Creature; and conſequently not 
6“ to Chriſt, whom you allow to be no more than a 
Creature.“ What fays Socinus to this? He an- 
ſwers thus. * © Tho! there be the greateſt diſtance 
ce between God and the Creature, yet is it not neceſſa- 
& ry that the difference between the Honour of God 
and the Creature ſhould be ſo great: For God may 
„ communicate his own Honour to whom he plea- 
“ ſes, eſpecially to Chriſt, who deſerves ſuch Honour, 
* and whoſe Worſhip is enjoyn'd us in Holy Scri- 
« pture for very weighty Reaſons.” A ridiculous 
_ Anſwer, and a plain begging of the Queſtion! which 
was, Whether Chriſt, as a meer Creature, might par- 
tate of the Divine Worſhip. Franken proves he oughr 
not, by an Argument drawn from the infinite diſtance 
between God and the Creature, which plainly ſpeaks 
the greateſt difference between their reſpective Ho- 
nours. Beſides, God cannot communicate his own 
Worſhip to any, whom he cannot at the ſame time 
qualifie for it with a ſhare of his own Nature and Ex- 
cellency. . This would be moſt repugnant both to his 
Wiſdom and Truth. To his Wiſdom, becauſe he would 
confer an empty Title, without any Subſtance or 
Foundation. To his Truth; becauſe he would ob- 
lige other Creatures to a conſtant courſe of Lying, 
by commanding them to acknowledge that Dignity 
and Excellence in their Fellow-Creature, which nei- 
ther doth, nor can refide in him. Laſtly, none of 
the Socinians will ever be able to explain, how a meer 
Creature can be worthy of Divine 7826 or what 
thoſe weighty Reaſons are, for which the Scripture 
commands us to worſhip Chriſt, conſider'd barely as 
a Man. And therefore when Franken had fully pro- 
ved, That the Worſhip of God could not be com- 
municated to any Creature, Socinus had only 5 to 
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ſay; I know how to anſwer all thoſe Proofs. But Fran- 
ken reply d; And I can give a reaſonable Solution to all 
thoſe Texts which you urge for the Worſhip of Chriſt. At 
laſt Socinus, quite baffled, but unwilling to yield, cry'd 
out; I am as well aſſur d of the Truth of my Doctrine, 
as am that I have this Cap in my Hand. Franken an- 
ſwer'd with a Smile; That Aſſurance of yours can be no 
Rule of Truth to me or any body elſe: For another may 
come and ſay, he is very ſure the contrary Opinion is the 
Doctrine of the Holy Scriptures. Thus tis utterly im- 
poſſible, by the Socinian Hypotheſis, to defend the 
Divine Worſhip and Honour of Jeſus Chriſt. 

14. Laſtly, I come to the Third and laſt Diffe- 
rence, upon which I form this Argument: He that 
is to be the Object of Divine Honour and Worſhip 
with God the Father to all Eternity, he is God by 
Nature as well as the Father: But Chriſt is ſo to be 
honour'd to all Eternity; Therefore he is God by 
Nature. The Minor of this Argument I have already 
made good: by moſt convincing Texts of Scripture. 
The Truth of the Major ſhines, 1. In thoſe almoſt 
numberleſs Texts of Scripture, where the true God 
is diſlinguiſh'd from the Creatures by this Periphraſis, 
That 'tis he alone, to whom Divine Honour and 
Glory belongs, World without end. 2. In this moſt 
cogent Reaſon: Eternal Worſhip muſt needs have an 
Eternal Foundation: But that Eternal Foundation 
can be nothing elſe but this; That he who is ſo to 
be worſhipped, is * Nature God; Therefore, &c. 
The Foundation of the — 1 Worſhip due to 
Chriſt, is by che Hereticks laid in his Mediatorial 
Office. If this were true, the Conſequence would 
be, that the Religious Worſhip of Jeſus Chriſt would 
ac laſt be aboliſh'd ſince the Scriptures directly af- 
firm, that his Mediatorial Office ſhall have an' end, 
viz. when the lait Enemy, Death, ſhall bedeſtroy'd, 
and that will be, after the Reſurrection and laſt Judg- 
ment, 1 Cor. If. 24, Sc. Now, according to an old 
Rule in Philoſophy, + away the Cauſe, and you 

| 2 b 0 


68 BiſbopBuur's Account of the 

take away the Effect. And ſo much for the Here- 
ticks firſt Objection: Let the impartial Reader judge 
what Service it does to their Caule. | 

17. But they have another Argument in reſerve, 
which is the 1 Pillar of their Hereſie. They 
ſay, the Queſtion about the Foundation of Religious 
Worſhip due to Chriſt, is decided in their Favour, 
by the clear Senſe of Scripture, which teacheth both 
the Foundation of Chriſt's Worſhip to lie in his Re- 
gal or Judiciary Authority; and that this Authority 
is given him by the Father, purely upon the account 
of his being a Man; both which Points they prove, 
by laying together two Paſſages in the th Chapter of 
St. John: Furſt, Chriſt ſays at ver. 22, 23. The Father 
Judgetb no man, but hath committed all judgment unto the 
Son: That all men ſhould honour the Son, even as they 
honour the Father. Then again at ver. 27. The Father 
hath given him authority to execute judgment alſo, becauſe 
he is the Son of man. To theſe they add a third Paſ- 
ſage, Phil. 2. 6, Cc. where the Apoſtle expreſly 
teaches, That God had highly exalted the. Man 
Chriſt Jeſus on the account of his Sufferings, and gi 
ven him a Name above every Name: That at t 
Name of Jeſus every Knee ſhould bow, c. But 
how little theſe Texts make for the Hereticks (tho? 
Facy cram them into every Page of their Writings, 
and repeat them in their Diſputations as long as they 
can ſpeak) will be ſeen preſently, when we have 
found out their true Senſe and Meaning. 

16. And firſt, for the.277h of John 5. (on which 
depends the Senſe of ver. 22, 23.) the Sentiments of 
learned Men upon it, are and have been very diffe- 
rent. 1. Chryſoſtom likes not the common Pointing 
of the Reading; which he thinks ſpoils the Senſe. 
For Chriſt did not receive Power to judge, becauſe 
he was a Man. It that had been the Ground of his 
Power, all Men were equally entitled to it. And 
therefore he ſtops it thus; And hath given him autho- 
rity to execute judgment alſo Here he makes a Colon; 
then he reads on, Becauſe be is the Son of man, marvel 
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mor at this; for the hour is coming, &c. So as to make 
this Senſe: Let not what I ſaid concerning my power of 
giving eternal life, and 5 fs incredible to you, be- 
cauſe you ſee me to be a nan; for I am alſo the Son of 
God, as you ſhall be convinced hereafter, when you ſee me 
the author of the Reſurrection fromthe dead. This Point- 
ing of Chry/otom's was approv'd, of old, by Cyril and 
Theophylatt, and, of late, by the moſt learned Francis 
Junius. Nor is it haſtily to be rejected; ſince the 
Hriact Verſion, ever highly and juſtly valu'd by Men 
of Learning, hath the very ſame Points in the read- 
ing of this 27h Verſe. ' | 
17. Secondly, Others retaining the common Points, 
underſtand our Saviour to allude to Daniel's Prophecy, 
Chap. 7. v. 13, 14. where tis faid, Power and Domi- 
nion was given to the Son of Man by the An- 
cient of Days: as tho* Chriſt had ſaid, Becauſe he is 
the Son of Man, of whom Daniel prophefied, that there 
ſhould be given him a Kingdom, and everlaſting Dominion 
over all Nations. This is Camero's Senſe of the Place, 
and Grotius is pretty much of the fame Mind. But 
Eraſmus obſerves that this Comment is ſpoil'd for want 
of a Greek Article; for the reading is, or: qe avSpwrs 
is}, whereas it ſhould be rr 5 ig r avSpwrs is}, if 
ſuch an Emphaſis were to be laid on the Son of Man. 
18. Thirdly, Moſt Divines underſtand it of the Son's 
Incarnation and Abaſement, thus: The Father hath 
iven all power of Judging to the Son, becauſe for 
ens Salvation, he became the Son of Man; and 
vouchſafed, tho' he was God, to take Human Na- 
ture upon him, and ſubject it to Death for the Re- 
demption of Mankind. Wherefore by this leſſenin 
Bimlelf fo far as to be made Man, arid to ſuffer Deat 
for Men, he who is the Saviour of all Men, hath 
well deſerved the high Office of being their Judge. 
According to this Explication (which truly is very 
rational) our Saviour, by calling himſelf the Son of 
Man, ſets forth his own humble State, ſpoken of 
Phil. 2. 7. where the Apoſtle exhorts Chriſtians to be 
humble minded, after the Example of Chriſt, who 
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being in the form of God (i. e. being God) and ſo 
equal to the Father in reſpect of his Nature, yet he 
did not take upon him as God's Equal, he did not 
make any Oſtentation of his Deity; but he willingly 
abaſed and humbled himſelf, _—_— on him the 
form of a Servant, and becoming Man, c. there- 
fore his Father - hath given him a Name above eve 
Name, Fc. juſt as it is ſaid in St. John, therefore 1s 
Authority given him to Judge, becauſe he is the Son 
of Man. 105 | 
19. Laſtly, Auſtin and Bede interpret the Place to 
this Senſe : The Father hath conferr'd the Power of 
judging the Quick and Dead upon the Son, becauſe 
be is the Son of Man, i. e. becauſe his Perſon is there- 
by fitted for diſcharging the Office of a Judge. Mal- 
donate is confident. tas this is the true ſenſe and mean- 
ing of the Words, which he gives more copiouſly 
upon ver. 22. thus: The Father is ſaid to judge no 
* Man; not that he is unconcern'd in the Judgment 
« for tis a conſtant Rule in Divinity, That the ex- 
& ternal Acts of any one Divine Perſon are common 
c to all three. But becauſe he doth not aſſume ſuch 
& a Perſon as may ap to the Men that ſtand in 
4 Judgment, and ſpeak to them, and paſs Sentence 
& upon them; becauſe he dorh not exhibit the out- 
ward State and Figure of a Judge, therefore he is 
ſaid to judge no Man. In this Senſe the Son is 
« the only Judge, becauſe he alone is Man, as it is 
“ requiſite the Ne of Men ſhould be. Therefore 
ce 'tis given as a Reaſon why the Father hath com- 
c“ mitted all Judgment to the Son, becauſe he is the 
« Son of Man. You ſee how may different Senſes 
this Text will admit. Take which you will, it makes 
nothing at all for the Hereticks. And to fay the 
truth, it is not intelligible enough for us to draw any 
certain Concluſion from it. 0 | 
To come to the Paſſage in Philip. 2. tis a falſe Sup- 
poſition which the Hereticks make, That the Divine 
Authority which the Father granted Chrift to ex- 
erciſe over Men, after his Sufferings, was given him 
a con- 


Primitive Doctrine of Chriſts Divinity. 71 


conſider'd as a meer Man. The con is plainly 
aſſerted by the Words there, which | > that he 
who took upon him the form of a Servant, and was 
made Man, was before that in the form of God, and 
equal with God; and that becauſe he condeſcended 
to be made Man, and obey'd his Father even to the 
Death of the Croſs, therefore he was moſt highly 
exalted in Heaven, and obtainꝰd a Name above every 
Name. The truth of this Anſwer depends upon our 
Interpretation of thoſe words, ty jxopPy Da bra py vg 
& woppny Is haCur. Which will beallow'dto be true 
and genuine, by any Man that impartially and ſeri- 
ouſly weighs St. Pauls Words. For the Propoſition 
he lays down is twofold. 1. That our Saviour was, 
and ſubſiſted in the Form of God, before he took 
upon him the Form of a Servant. Nothing can be 
plainer than this. For the Obſervation he makes, 
and what he propoſes for our Pattern, is the wonder- 
ful Condeſcenſion of our Lord, who when he was 
in the Form of God, lefſen'd himſelf ſo much as to 
take the Form of a Servant. Now all Condeſcenſi- 
on neceſſarily implies a higher State antecedent to 
it, from which one deſcends to an inferior Condition. 
2. That Chriſt then took the form of a Servant, when 
he became Man. - Theſe are the Apoſtle's words, He 
made himſelf of no Reputation, and took upon him the form 
of a Servant, and was made inthe likeneſs of Men. In the 
Original, iaulev ixivagt, woppny & N d Gy Guotrmpdlr 
avSpuray fi. Which the Old Latin Interpre- 
ter rightly turns thus: Seipſum exinanivit, formam ſervi 
accipiens, in ſimilitudine hominum fattus. Where, you 
ſee, the Narration is continued, each member of t 

Sentence is ſubjoyn'd to, and explains that which goes 
next before it, without any Conjunction copulative 
coming between them. If you ask how Chriſt leſſen'd 
himſelt? St. Pau] Anſwers, By taking the form of a Ser- 
vant. If again you demand, How he took the form 
of a Servant? *tis anſwer'd, By being made in the like- 
neſs of Men, i. e. a real Man, like us, Sin only except- 
ed. From all this it follows, that our Saviour ſub pe 
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ed in the form of God, before he took our Nature 
in the form of a Servant. 

0. For the further elearing of which, two 
things are to be noted, 1. That the form of 3 
Servant here doth not fignifie a. ſervile conditi- 
on, as it ſtands oppoſed to a ſtate. of ny and 

freedom, which © An om pretend, and ſome Ca- 

tholicks have unwarily granted. For the form of a 

Servant is here plainly oppoſed to the form of God. 

But in compariſon of God every Creature hath the 

form of a Servant, as being in a {ſtate of Subjection 

to God. Hence the Apoſtle, after he had ſaid, our 
Lord took the form of a Servant, and was made in 
the likeneſs of Man, he. preſently adds, be became O- 
bedient, viz. to God the Father. Which is likewiſe 
his meaning, Galatians 4. 4. where after he had ſaid, 
That in the fulneſs of time, God the Father ſent forth his 
Son, made of 4 Woman, he preſently ſubjoyns, made un- 
der the Law. So'that it was 9 took the 
form of a Servant, when he aſſum'd a Created, i. e. 
human Nature, and in that Nature became Obedient 
to God the Father. 2. We may obſerve an elegant 
Gradation in the Apoſtle's Deſcription of Chriſt's leſ- 
ſening himſelf, which by the Orthodox Interpretation 
is kept firm and good, but the gloſs of Hereticks ob- 
ſcures it, and quite deſtroys it. Chriſ, ſays the Apo- 
Mile leſſen'd himſelf, tating on him the form of a Servant. 
Now this had been true, if he had taken the Nature 
of Angels, ſince Angels are but Servants and Miniſters. 
He therefore ſubjoyns, Made lite unto Men, and con- 
ſequently a little lower than the Angels, Heb. 2. 9. 
compared with Verſe 16. it follows; and being found 


in faſbion as a Man, he humbled himſelf, and became O- 


bedient, &c. God did not only take the Nature of 
Man, but he greatly humbled and abaſed himſelf in 
that Nature, yielding Obedience to his Father in all 
things even unto Death, to the bloody, infamous, and 
curſed Death of the Croſs. But that we may ſet in 
a full light, the Apoſtle's words which declare the 
State of the Son of God before this Humiliation, we 
-mult repeat what we ſaid before, that the —_— 1 

od, 
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God, and the form of a'Seryant, or liketieſs of Men, 
are oppoſite, terms. As therefore Chrift was ſo made 
in the likeneſs of Men, that he became à feal Man, 
ſo likewiſe was he in the form of God, ſo as to be 
true and very God. Moreover, from this Oppoſiti- 
on between the form of God, and the form of a Ser- 
vant, it may firmly be concluded againſt the Alan 
that the Nature Wherein the Son of God ſubfilted 
before his/Incarnation, was never created. For as foon 
as he took a created Nature, he was in the form of a 
Servant; which he never was in before, but only in 

the form of God. But according to the Arianus, who 
make a Creature of the Son of God, he was always 
in the form of a Servant, even before his Incarnation z 
for every Creature, how excellent ſoever, is, with re- 
ſpect to God, in the condition of a Servant, and owes 
Service and Obedience to God. Hence we conclude, 
that the Son of God, according to that more Excel- 
lent Nature wherein he ſubfiſted before his Incarnati- 
on, was equal to his Father: which the * fully 
aſſerts in the following Words. See what I have 
"_ out of the Primitive Fathers, Hermas, Clemens 

omanus, arid Juſtin Martyr, for the further 
of this matter, Defenſ. Fid. Nic. Sect. 2. oy. . 
and Cap. 3. $. 4. and Cap. 4. $. 7. Upon the whole, 
it is very certain, that the Socinians get nothing. but 
the ruin of their Cauſe, by making their Appeals to this 
Paſſage of the Apoſtle. Stan 
\ 2t. But here a Queſtion may be askt: If the Son 
of God was partaker of his Father's Glory before the 
Foundation of the World, in what ſenſe can it be 
faid, that he was inveſted with rhe Divine Govern- 
ment after his Death and Reſurrection? 1 Anſwer: 

This may be underſtood three ways. 1. As the Son 
of God, by having finiſht the work of Man's Re- 
demprion upon Earth, acquir'd a new Title to be the 
Divine Governour of Mankind, and to receive Reli- 
gious Worſhip from them, / viz. the Title of 
their Saviour and Redeemer. This point is excel - 
ently well handled by n Fackſ/on, in his Com- 


— —U—— * — 722 BP a » «a 
8 


74 an, Bot le Account of the 
che + Apoſtles Greed, 4 God the Fe 
$, had a we G as Glorious. pM ring he 


# ad never Created the World. Fax 
e gaycmugh, even OY en ta things 
© Created it gave n to. 1 — e Ber 
Sn Ee RE 


to take ake our Nature upon — 

1 . his Nature and Per- 

: Pp KARI he is; hos legs not Sen 85 oi bya this 

* Tile or Attribut 

x had go humbled hing( 
ot 3 


— 


10 
1 x plrio Hope bs Gree as now he is: = without 
1 5 i Wis. Aris, of being, gk Lord and Re: 
ED e the 12 of Grace and 
ava 5 ys. th Attributes, and 
| 1275 85 on —— that was, 
: 17 mb! e Death 
a gf the Crols,, Nor pn, Attrihu e 
© byt more boob in reſ 
her, wh —— p caſed io ire his a Sen for — 
m 05 e God. che on, who. was. pleaſed to 
. ſom by his Humiliation, than the At- 
ute of Creation is. The Son of God chen, not 
© the. Son of. a y, hath been exalted. ſince his 
94 1 100 e gur 7054 b by a new an real Title, by 
t 2 5 oy Redemption and Salvation, 
a — 5 is St. Pauls meaning, in thoſeWords 


to 9 5 Ls tans God, heme . Ba GY, us, — C a 
2 8 


” Son. 


by God th er his Heath, that now 
| maß neces, v that the is their —— Fla 
SEED ti 


58 be SE 29 


them by, n 
now ng 4 298800 ee HE 


M. * vs ph | 


— 


1. Bok * Chap. 3. Page 731%. 


— TEES DEPT POV P ( = #8 4 FF &F ., # 


Primitive Ditfine Winn 


down 4a Price for th&m: 1 Curt d laſbyand 
7. 224 23. 1 Per. 1. 19. eff ally Rom: | 14:8; 9. Of 
what moment this Title is, we are told niere chan 
once in the Book of Nevelae. There, Chap. . v. 
9. the four Beaſts and the four and rotenty | Elders 
ſing this new Song to the Lamb of God Thon art 
8 — — Boot For to: 791 the Sede — 
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Nation. Then at ver. 12. a Qui Sing; 
Worthy is the Lamb that wal ſtain, to — — 


Rithes, and Wiſdom; and Strength, and fn; 6nd Clo: 
#1, and Bleſſing. This Divine Honeur is givef ko the 
Son upon he account of Redemption, a8 yp to God 
the Farther in regard of rhe Creariony at thb efid of 
Chap: 4. Thiu aft Vun, 0 Lui, is abe Glory, 
and Honour, and Power ; fur thou baſt Created all things, 
and for thy Pleaſure they ' are, and wert Created. God 
the Father is Glotified for the Work of Creations 
not exchiſive of rhe Son, by whom all things- were 
made, John 1. 3. Col. 1. 16: but beeauſe the Father 
is the Fountain of the Deity; from whence the Son 
defives both his Divine Nature and Operations. God 
the Son is glorified for the work of Man's Redemp- 
tionz yet {6 &s ft to exclude the Father, who out of 
his infinite Love to Mankind, ſent his Son into the 
World to ſave it, Joby 3. 18. but becauſe the Son of- 
Iy cook human Nature e on him, and in that Nature 
Wis Obedlent unto Death, therefore the work of 
Man's Redemption is in nn appropriated as it 
Were ke the $6n." 

Now ſeeing it is ſo, chat the Son by His Humilia- 
ti6h hath ruſty and rightfully acquired ro himſelf "by 
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vine Honours and Sovereignty over Men, we _—_— 
. this Wy, form an Argument en! it for his Divi ty, 
thus: 


He hb bith ah and rightfully acquired to þ imo 
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Ker, the Son hath done this Therefore he muſt needs be 
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Our Adverſaries the Minor, for which we 
don't thank them, it being evidently proved from the 
foremention'd: Scriptures, which teach us that Divine 
Honour and Power is due no leſs to the Son who re- 
deem'd us, than to the Father who created us. And 
for the Major, no Man in his right Senſes will que- 
ſtion it. For certain it as, and the Hereticks confeſs 
it, that no Creature can by his own Merits purchaſe 
that eternal Glory and Happineſs which the Saints 
Mall e e ife to come: How much more ab- 
ſurd, nay horrid is it to affirm, that a meer Man can 
by his Merits r e 'Honours, and win the 
very Throne of God? Suppoſe with Socinus, that Chrift 
was no more than a Man: where's the great Merit of 
his Obedience in ſuch a capacity? As he was a Man 
heſuffer'd Death, the Death of the Croſs. But, if we may 
credit Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtory, did not Peter the Apoſtle of 
Cbriſt ſuffer. as much? or could he by any Sufferings 
merit the Blefſedneſs of the Saints? Not at all. St. 
Paul's Rule will ever hold true of the Sufferings of 
Men, Rom. 8. 18. I recton that the Sufferings of this pre- 
ſent life are not worthy to be compared with the Glory which 
Hall be revealed in us: How much leſs could Chriſt, if 
but a meer Man, merit Divine Honours by his Paſſion ? 
But now, if with St. Paul you believe that Chriſt ex- 
iſted before this in the form of God, that he was the 
Son of God, and in reſpect of his Nature equal to his 
Father; that he afterwards took the form of a Servant, 
was made Man, and in this human capacity was obe- 
dient to his Father even to the Death of the Croſs, 
here you find infinite Condeſcenſion and infinite Mo- 
rit very clear and undeniable. But this by the way. 
The erst and rincipal Reaſon why the Son of God, 
who was partaker of the ſame Nature and Honour with 
his Father before the World was made, is repreſented 
in Scripture as inveſted with a new Sovereignty after 
his Death, is this, Becauſe he hath acquired to him- 
ſelf this Sovereignty by the new Title of our Redee- 
mer. See Def. Fig, Nic. See. 2. cap. 3. f. iy. 
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22. Secondiy, This may be underſtood of that new and 
illuſtrious Manifeſtation of Chriſt's Divine Glory and 
Majeſty, made in moſt parts of the World, after, his 
Reſurrection and, Aſcenſion into Heaven. While he 
was on Earth, he was found in faſhion as a Man, do- 
ing nothing to diſcover himſelf any further, ſave only 
that in his Miracles ſome ſmall = of his Divine Mas 
jeſty darted thro* the Cloud of Fleſh which cover d 
it. But after he was Aſcended into Heaven, his Glo- 
ry ſhone wonderfully bright, in the; effuſion of the 
Holy Spirit upon his Apoſtles, in the ſtupendous Mi- 
racles which met thro' bis Name, in the 

werful Converſion of Nations by the Preaching o 

is Goſpel, and in the Faith of Believers who Were 
Baptized not only in the name of the Father, but al- 
ſo of the Son, and Holy Spirit. This diſcoyery of 
his Majeſty was the more illuſtrious, becauſe not only 
in the days of his Humiliation, but in the Ages before, 
his 8 was either unknown, or but ran hy: rey 

e Hrax- 


vealed to t 


Depot Arnet of be 
2 "Iv which Words che Sacred Author clearly iuti- 
the gebs new Mafeſtation, and his new Ti- 
to Divine 86\ y: Hsnew Manifeſtativn, v. E. 
ere he -tharthe Sen did not appear in the 
Hemm till theſe laſt Days in which having finiſh'd 
tht Work of Man's' Redemprian, he was appointed 
and Lord of all't hy the Publick Decree 
his Heavenly Father; but that he did not then bes 
85 proves. roy lides de i the me by whom 
made the World, aud WhO — ir follows) to- 
ther with his Fathers uphelds by his Di- 
'Provitteiice: fe — ot the Son 
3. 3 %% ooh Farber before all 
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| F his Le dad upholds all 


wg our 
in which 


EE ms, — we" are þ 
to uiiflerftand, ' chat this — this Brig 
of his Father's Glory, tad none jeym'd with 
this Work; he left it not to Servams, but unlti 
E Nature to his Godhead, in tliat Nature he o 
d himſelf a fee for dur Sinz. The ſame Em- 
pou: + there is in thit Text, A 2b. 29. where God 
to haye purchaſed the Church with his own 
Blood; d rg i Ae; the very ancient Alexa 
irian MS is Mll-moreempharitaly u v atuglE +5 
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whighi are 10 be undetſtoed of the | Oxeation propre 
Wie HER L have largely prowd in another 'tRlace, 

being ſo, tis evident from. this Text, Then 
che 855 of God was with big .Father- in the fande 
Nature and Glory, beſere any thing was made and 
that — whole World Nas created hy bi 
and has been ever noe under his Adminiſtration 
Government: That hewever, this Government of 
the San was little-known till che Niſnenſation of the 
Goſpel; and was then clearly. difoyer'd, when hg 
tam eur Nature upon him and .condeſcended to 
ſuffer Death fer or * and, has thereby obs 
tain'd. as it were a new and full Right to reign — 

24, And here I muſt needs admire the Conduct 
(as I may call it) of the Perſons in the eyer _—_ 
Trimty, Who have, each one to hunſelf. 4 . 
Titi be Lord and Governoum of Mankind, and 

baye made each 2. diftint Revelation of himſelf 
anſwerable to that Title. The Father is worthipp'd 
by us under the Title of Creator, by which he 
been known to the World ever ſince it was made 
The Son undex the Title of Redeemer and Savious; 
for which Reaſon his Divine Power and Glory hath 
been diſcover d to ee ſince the Work of our Re- 
demption was 7 d on Earth: The Holy Ghoſt 
under the Title of Comforter, Eolightacr, San@iker, 
whoſe, Divine Majeſty hath therefore been clearly 
manifęſted, only ſince his Deſcent the Apoſtles 
and firſt Chriſtianz, Whom he fill'd with Spiritual 


Gifts, and Graces of all ſorts. For tithes did the Apo- 
W as Chriſt had commanded, Baptize the Genes; 


in plenary adunatam Trinizatem. (according to * Cypris 
4s Phraſe) in the Name of the Lauben, Song and Holy 


Ghoſt; This is the meaning of-Textullian's Words, in 


his Book of Baptiſm, chap. 11. where, giving a;Reax 

ſon why Chriſt did not Baptize, he ſays; "what 

ſhould he bagtize ? unto- Repentance? #6. what: end than 

did ha Baptiſt ga before him] upto Remiſſion. of ow 
Ic 


WM Ectle]. Cath. cap V. 
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which be graiited by bis Word? Into himſelf, * be 
conceù d by 2 Humiliiy? Into the Holy Ghoſh, "who was 
not get ſent down from the Father ? c. But now, ſince 
this Revelation of che Divine Nature in its diſtinct 
Perſons, every Man who is made acquainted withi it, 
isbound both in Reaſon, — the Command of 
God to give the fame Divine Worſhip and Honour 
to the Son, as he does to the Fats: Whereas be- 
fore this, pieus Mert f in the Church of God diſchar- 
ged their Duty, by worſtiipping one God, the Fa- 
ther of ab e things, without à diſtinct Acknowledg- 
ment of the Perſons; Now the Rules are, that all 
men honour | the Son, ai they honour the Father, Joh: y. 
1 3. and, whyſtever" dul the '&ow ure mot the Father, 
Joh. 2. 23. f ut tte 951 
505 28 These is vet a third way, in Which the Seri. 
prure ſeems to aſeribe a new Power to the Son of 
thus: That Human Nature in which he leſſen- 
| e himſelf, and ſuffer d the Death of the Croſs, hath 
he now really and truly exalted to the Right Hand 
of his Father. Now whatever happen d to the Hu- 
man Nature, either in its Humiliation, or Exaltati- 
on, is in Holy Seri aſcrib'd- to the Son of God, 
teaſon of its cloſe and myſterious Communion (ſo + O- 
nigen expreſſes the Hypoſtatick Union) with the Divine 
Perſon of the Sen of Cod. Thus he who was in the 
Form of God, and —— with God; became obedi- 
ent to the Death the Croſs; he who was the 
Brightneſs of his Father's Glory, by whoſe all- pow- 
Command all things are govern'd, is ſaid to 
2 urg'd our Sins by himſelf; the Prince of Life 
in, 2 ＋˖”[¶ y. the Lord of Glory was crucified, 
1 7 Ur. 2. 8. Ga che other ſide, God (viz. the Son) 
ung received up into Glory, ſays St. Paul, 1 Tim. 3: 16. 


jj. e. in that Fleſh in which he was: manifeſted. © And 


thus much (in my Opinion) thoſe Words of our Sa- 


viour's Prayer import, John 17. 4 J. I have glorified. 
8 the Earth; I have fini ed the wort "which thou 
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gaveſt me to do. And now, Father, ylorifie thou me with 
thy ſelf, with the glory which I had with thee before the 
world "was. | Chriſt's Requeſt is this, That the 
Glory which his Divine Nature always had with the 
Father, even before the World was made, may now 
be likewiſe derived to his Human Nature, not only 
by its being rais'd from the Dead, and exalted to Hea- 
ven, but by being plac'd at the Right Hand of his 
Father, where his Divine Nature always was. In 
vain do the Hereticks ſeek to elude the Force of this 
Place, by interpreting it of the Divine Predeſtinati- 
on, as their * Fathers did before them. Such Inter- 
pretation cannot be warranted by any parallel Text of 
Scripture. For what they urge from 2 Tim. 1. 9. 
where the Apoſtle ſays of Believers, that Grace was 
iven to them before the World began, is a groſs fal- 
fication. The whole verſe runs thus: F ho bath ſa- 
vel ns, and called us with an holy calling, not according 
to our own Works, but according to his- own purpoſe and 
Grate, which was given us in Chriſt Jeſus before the World 
began. What a vaſt difference is there between this 
place and the other! For firſt; the Apoſtle - doth not 
barely fay, according to the Grace given, but accor- 
ding to 45 Purpoſe and Grace; which words either 
contain the Figure d να αν οννι which puts two Subſtan- 
tives for Adhectwe and Subſtantive, as Purpoſe and Grace, 
for gracious purpoſe, and Life and Immortality, for Im- 
mortal Life, in the next verſe; or elſe they bear this 
plain ſenſe; According to the Grace which God pus poſed 
or decreed before the World began, to give us in Chriſt. Be- 
{ides, our Saviour doth not fay, The Glory which thou 
gaveſt me, but, which 1 had, before the World was. He 
that cannot ſee this difference, muſt be weak ſighted 
indeed. True it is, God may be ſaid to give his Grace 
by virtue of the certainty -of his Purpoſe, whereby he 
had decreed, that in after Ages, the Faithful ſhould have 
that Grace in Chriſt, though it was not actually given, 
nor the Faithful then in being. But to have is a 
Verb Poſſeſſive, and denotes actual and preſent Frui- 


M tion, 


by [ide Novat. de Trinit. 
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tion, as the — — ra — well obſerves in 
his, Scriptures aſſertad againſt the Racovian Catechi 
See. 23. Laſth, Chriſt ſays, The Glory which 7 — 
with thee, viz. in my Co- exiſtence with thee. For 
it cannot be doubted but theſe Words of Chriſt, The 
Glory which I had with thee before the World was, have 
the ſame import with that of St. John, at the entrance 
of his Goſpel, that in the beginning the Word was with 
God, i. e. the Father. But I have ſhown how the 
Human Nature of Chrift, now in Heaven, is Parta- 
ker of the Divine Honour and Glory, Defenſ. Fid. 
Nic. Se. 2. cap. 3. & 1F. 

here I end my Diſcourſe concerning the Wore 
ſhip of Jeſus Chriſt, and the A which Fuſtin 
and other of the Fathers rais'd from it, to prove his 
' Deity. Upon the whole I ſuppoſe it is clear enough, 
that the Conſcience of theſe excellent Men, which 
made them afraid to worſhip a meer Human Crea- 
ture, was not ſcar'd by vain, childiſh, ſuperſtitious 
Fear, as this haugh orner of them, Zuicter ima · 
gines; but govern'c oy juſt and indiſputable Prin- 
ciples of Religion: Which he and his Man-worſbip+ 
ping F raternity, may more eaſily ſcoff at, than ſolidly 
cContute. 


Adoration and Bleſſing to God alone, Father, Son, 
and Holy Gho * end. Amen. 
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